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TITLE 3—THE PRESIDENT 

EXECUTIVE ORDER 10519 

Specification or Laws From Which 
Functions Authorized by Mutual 
Security Act or 1951. as Amended, 
Shall Be Exempt 

By virtue of the authority vested In 
me by section 632 of the Mutual Security 
Act of 1951, as added by section 7 <m) of 
the Mutual Security Act of 1952 (Public 
Law 400, approved June 20. 1952. 66 Stat. 
146), It is hereby determined that, to the 
extent hereinafter indicated, the per¬ 
formance of functions authorized by the 
said Mutual Security Act of 1951, as 
amended < including, except as herein¬ 
after otherwise specified, the perform¬ 
ance of functions authorized by the Act 
for International Development, as 
amended, the Institute of Inter-Ameri¬ 
can Affairs Act, as amended, and the 
Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 1949, 
as amended) . without regard to the laws 
specified In the lettered subdivisions of 
sections 1 and 2 of this order will further 
the purposes of the said Mutual Security 
Act of 1951. as amended. 

Scersofv l. With respect to functions 
authorized by the Mutual Security Act 
of 1951. as amended, except those exer¬ 
cised by the Department of Defense 
under authority of section 506 of said 
Act or the Mutual Defense Assistance Act 
of 1949. as amended: 

<a> The act of March 26. 1934. c. 90. 
48 Stat. 500. as amended <15 U. S. C. 
ei6a). 

<b> Section 3648 of the Revised Stat¬ 
utes, as amended, 60 Stat. 809 <31 U. S. C. 

529). 

<C) Section 305 of the act of June 30. 
1949 (the Federal Property and Admin¬ 
istrative Services Act of 1949), c. 288. 
WStat. 396 (41 U. S. C. 255). 

<d> Section 3709 of the Revised Stat¬ 
utes, as amended <41 U. S. C. 5). 

f e) Section 3710 of the Revised Stat* 
utes <41 U. S. C. 8). 

<f> Section 2 of the act of March 3, 
1933. C. 212, 47 Stat. 1520 <41 U. S. C. 
10a). 

'£> Section 3735 of the Revised Stat¬ 
utes <41 u. a C 13). 

. 001 of the act of June 29. 

U36, c. 858, 49 Stat. 2015 <46 U. S. C. 

S’ ** respect to purchases au¬ 
thorized to be made outside the conti¬ 


nental limits of the United States under 
the Mutual Security Act of 1951, as 
amended. 

(a) Section 10 (1) of the act of July 
2. 1926, c. 721, 44 Stat 787. as amended 
<10 U. S. C. 310 <1)). 

<b) Section 4 <c> of the act of Febru¬ 
ary 19, 1948 (the Armed Services Pro¬ 
curement Act of 1947), c. 65. 62 Stat. 23. 
as amended, 65 Stat. 700 <41 U. 8. C. 
153 ce>>. 

<c> Section 304 (c) of the act of June 
30, 1949 (the Federal Property and Ad¬ 
ministrative Services Act of 1949), c. 288, 
63 Stat. 395. ns amended, 65 Stat. 700 
<41 U. S. C. 254 <c>). 

(d) The last proviso of section 201 of 
the act of December 18. 1941 (the First 
War Powers Act, 1941), c. 593. 55 Stat. 
839. as amended, 64 Stat. 1257 <50 U. S. C. 
App. 611). 

<e) Section 1301 of the act of March 
27, 1942 (the Second War Powers Act. 
1942), C. 199, 56 Stat. 185 (50 U. S. C. 
App. 643). 

This order supersedes Executive Order 
No. 10387 of August 25. 1952, 17 F. R. 
7799, entitled “Specification of Laws 
from Which Certain Functions Au¬ 
thorized by the Mutual Security Act of 
1951. as amended, shall be Exempt,** and 
Executive Order No. 10446 of April 17. 
1953, 18 F. R. 2209, entitled -Specifica¬ 
tion of Laws from Which the Escapee 
Program Administered by the Depart¬ 
ment of State shall be Exempt." 

Dwight D. Elsenhower 

The White House, 

March 5, 1954 . 

[F. B. Doc. 64-1764; riled. Mar. 0, 1954; 

12:08 p. m ] 


TITLE 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

(Docket 3747| 

Part 3—Digest or Cease and Desist 
Orders 

PROCRESS TAILORING CO. ET AU 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: 4 3.15 Business status, ad¬ 
vantages, or connections: Plant and 
equipment; Retailer as wholesaler. Job¬ 
ber or factory distributor; Size and ex- 
(Continued On p. 1336) 
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tent; 9 3.65 Fictitious affidavits; 5 3.75 
Free goods or services; fi 3.155 Prices; 
Retail or selling as wholesale, jobbing, 
factory distributors', etc., or discounted; 
13200 Terms and conditions. Subport— 
Offering unfair, improper and deceptive 
inducements to purchase or deal: 53.1940 
Fictitious affidavits; 5 3.1955 Free poods; 
i 3.2080 Terms and conditions, Sub- 
purt — Securing agents or representa¬ 
tives falsely or misleadingly: 5 3.2165 
Term* and conditions. In connection 
with the offering for sole, sale and dis¬ 
tribution of wearing apparel and other 
similar items of merchandise in com¬ 
merce: (1) Using the term "free" or any 
other term of similar import or meaning 
to designate, describe, or refer to wear¬ 
ing apparel or other Items of merchan¬ 
dise which are furnished as compensa¬ 
tion for services rendered, unless in close 
connection ^herewith all of the condi¬ 
tions. obligations, or other prerequisites 
to the receipt and retention of said 
wearing apparel or other items of mer¬ 
chandise are clearly and conspiclously 
set forth; (2) using the term “free" or 
any other term of similar import or 
meaning to describe or refer to Unings. 
trimmings, or other portions of garments 
which constitute a part of any garment, 
and the price of which is included in the 
price of the entire garment; (3) using 
a pictorial representation of a building, 
in advertising or in any other manner, 
which inaccurately portrays or misrepre¬ 
sents the size or extent of respond¬ 
ent: business or the comparative volume 
of business transacted by the respond¬ 
ents; (4) representing directly or by im¬ 
plication that respondents are selling 
Iheir garments at manufacturers' prices 
or at prices which save the purchaser the 
cost or profit of the retailer or middle¬ 
man; (5) representing that respondents 
wre wholesale tailors or that their gar¬ 
ments are supplied to purchasers at 
wholesale prices or that respondents are 


In the Matter of Progress Tailoring Com¬ 
pany . Also Trading as J . C. Field <£r 
Son: Stone-Field Corporation , W. Z. 
Gibson , Inc., Pioneer Tailoring Com¬ 
pany, and Certified Tailoring Company 

This proceeding having been heard by 
the Federal Trade Commission upon the 
complaint of the Commission, answer of 
the respondents, testimony and other 
evidence in support of and in opposition 
to the allegations of said complaint taken 
before trial examiners of the Commis¬ 
sion theretofore duly designated by it. 
report of the trial examiners upon the 
evidence, briefs filed in support of the 
complaint and in opposition thereto, and 
oral argument of counsel; and the Com¬ 
mission having made Its findings as to 
the facts and its conclusion that said re¬ 
spondents had violated the provisions of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act. and 
on July 20, 1943, Issued an order to cease 
and desist against respondents Progress 
Tailoring Company, a corporation, trad¬ 
ing under its own name and also as J. C. 
Field & Son; Stone-Field Corporation, a 
corporation; W. Z. Gibson, Inc., a corpo¬ 
ration; Pioneer Tailoring Company, a 
corporation; and Certified Tailoring 
Company, a corporation; and their re¬ 
spective officers, representatives, agents 
and employees; and 
The aforesaid respondents, having 
filed In the United States Court of Ap¬ 
peals for the Seventh Circuit their peti¬ 
tion to review and set aside said order to 
cease and desist; and that Court having 
heard the matter on briefs and oral 
argument and having thereafter, on 
January 28. 1946, affirmed said order 
and on February 21, 1946. entered its 
final decree enforcing said order; and 
Respondents Progress Tailoring Com¬ 
pany. Stone-Field Corporation. W. Z. 
Gibson. Inc., and Pioneer Tailoring 
Company, respondent Certified Tailor¬ 
ing Company having been dissolved, and 
the Commission having, on December 4. 
1953. Jointly moved the Court to modify 
said final decree to accord with the 
change in the Commission's Interpreta¬ 
tion of the application of section 5 of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act to 
the use of such terms as "free" in adver¬ 
tising or other offers to the public, as 
announced in its decision of the pro¬ 
ceeding in Docket No. 5571, "In the Mat¬ 
ter of Walter J. Black, Inc." and the 
Court having, on December 9. 1953, en¬ 
tered an order modifying Its final de¬ 
cree In the manner requested by the 
parties as aforesaid; and 
The Commission being of the opinion 
Uiat its order should be modified so as 
to accord with the aforesaid change in 
its interpretation of section 5 of the Fed¬ 
eral Trade Commission Act and to con¬ 


form to the aforesaid order of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Seventh Circuit: 

It is ordered , therefore. That respond¬ 
ents Progress Tailoring Company, a cor¬ 
poration. trading under its own name 
and also as J. C. Field & Son: Stone-Field 
Corporation, a corporation; W. Z. Gibson, 
Inc., a corporation; and Pioneer Tailor¬ 
ing Company, a corporation; and their 
respective officers. representatives, 
agents, and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device in 
connection with the offering for sale, 
sale, and distribution of wearing apparel 
and other similar items of merchandise 
in commerce as ••commerce" is defined 
in the Federal Trade Commission Act, do 
forthwith cease and desist from: 

1. Using the term "free" or any other 
term of similar import or meaning to 
designate, describe, or refer to wearing 
apparel or other items of merchandise 
which arc furnished as compensation 
for services rendered, unless in close con¬ 
nection therewith all of the conditions, 
obligations, or other prerequisites to the 
receipt and retention of said wearing 
apparel or other items of merchandise 
are clearly and conspicuously set forth. 

2. Using the term ' free'* or any other 
term of similar import or meaning to 
describe or refer to linings, trimmings, 
or other portions of garments which con¬ 
stitute a part of any garment, and the 
price of which is included in the price 
of the entire garment. 

3. Using a pictorial representation of 
a building, in advertising or in any other 
manner, which Inaccurately portrays or 
misrepresents the size or extent of re¬ 
spondents' business or the comparative 
volume of business transacted by the 
respondents. 

1 Representing directly or by impli¬ 
cation that respondents are selling their 
garments at manufacturers' prices or at 
prices which save the purchaser the C06t 
or profit of the retailer or middleman. 

5. Representing that respondents are 
wholesale tailors or that their garments 
arc supplied to purchasers at wholesale 
prices or that respondents are engaged 
in any business other than the sale of 
garments at retail. 

6. The use of reproductions of any 
fictitious affidavit in advertising material 
or in any other manner. 

It is further ordered. That, within sixty 
days after service upon them of this or¬ 
der. said respondents shall file with the 
Commission a report In writing setting 
forth in detail the manner and form in 
w’hich they have complied with this order. 

It appearing that respondent Certified 
Tailoring Company, a corporation, has 
been dissolved since issuance of the orig¬ 
inal order to cease and desist herein: 
It is further ordered , That the complaint 
herein be. and It hereby is. dismissed as 
to said former respondent. 

Issued: February 16, 1954. 

By the Commission. 

(seal) Alex. Ajcekmak. Jr., 

Secretary, 

\T. ft. Doc. 54-1712; Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 

8:54 a. in.j 
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TITLE 6—AGRICULTURAL CREDIT 

Chapter IV—Commodity Stabilization 
Service and Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Department of Agricul¬ 
ture. 

Stfbchoplcf C —International Wheat Agreement 

Part 481— Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion Wheat and Wheat-Flour Export 
Program 

SITOPART—TERMS AND CONDITIONS Or 1953- 
54 PROGRAM 

Editorial Note: Part 571 of Title 6. 
Chapter IV. which was transferred from 
Chapter V of this title at 19 F. R. 743. is¬ 
sue of February 9, 1954, is hereby re¬ 
designated Part 481 as set forth above. 


Chapter V—Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

Subchaptor B—f«port and Domestic 
Consumption Programs 

JAmdt. 3) 

Part 517— Fruits and Berries, Fresii 

Subpart—Orange and Grapefruit Ex¬ 
port Payment Program UMX 135a 
(Flscal Year 1954) 

product specifications 

1. Section 517.424 (a) (2) is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

I 517.424 Product specifications. • • • 
(a) Fresh fruit. • • • 

(2) Fresh oranges produced in Florida 
and Texas shall meet the requirements 
for Standard Pack provided that such 
fruit shall be individually wrapped, or 
packed in boxes treated with diphenyl or 
lined with diphenyl paper. When 
wrapped, each fruit shall be fairly well 
enclosed in its individual wrapper. Also, 
except for discoloration, not less than 
85 percent of the oranges in any lot shall 
meet the requirements for U. S. No. 1 
Grade and the remainder U. S. No. 2 
Grade. The oranges shall meet the re¬ 
quirements for U. S. No. 1 Bronze Grade 
for discoloration, and shall also meet the 
following standards for export: Not 
more than a total of 10 percent, by 
count, of the fruit in any container 
shall be soft, affected by decay, damaged 
by skin breakdown, have broken skins 
which are not healed, growth cracks, 
damage by creasing, or serious damage 
by dryness or mushy condition, except 
that for any lot: 

Not more than 5 percent of the fruit shall 
be aoft; 

Not more than % of one percent of the 
fruit shall be affected by decay; 

Not more than 5 percent of the fruit shall 
he damaged by skin breakdown: 

Not more than 3 percent of Uie fruit ahaU 
have broken aklns which are not healed; 

Not more than 3 percent of the fruit shall 
have growth cracks; 

Not more than 5 percent of the fruit shall 
be damaged by creasing; and 

Not more than 5 percent of the fruit shall 
be seriously damaged by dryness or mushy 
condition. 

Any lot of fruit shall be considered as 
meeting the standards for export if the 
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entire lot averages within the require¬ 
ments specified: Provided , That no sam¬ 
ple from the containers in any lot shall 
have more than double the percentage 
specified for any one defect, and that 
not more than a total of 10 percent, by 
count, of the fruit in any container has 
any of the defects enumerated in the 
standards for export. “Standard Pack/* 
“U. S. No. 1." *‘U. S. No. 2," and “U. S. 
No. 1 Bronze" shall have the same mean¬ 
ings as defined In “U. S. Standards for 
Florida Oranges.** effective September 
28. 1952. and “U. S. Standards for Or¬ 
anges/* effective November 15. 1949. for 
Texas oranges. 

2. Section 517.424 <b> (8) U hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

(b) Processed products. • • • 

(8) Canned or frozen grapefruit sec¬ 
tions shall meet the requirements of 
U. S. Grade A as defined in “United 
States Standards for Orades of Canned 
Grapefruit/* effective November 25. 1952. 
and as amended January 19. 1954. or as 
defined in “United States Standards for 
Grades of Frozen Grapefruit** effective 
February 20. 1948, whichever is appli¬ 
cable. 

(Sec. 32. 49 SUt. 774. a* amended; 7 U. 8. C. 
Sup. «12c) 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 12:01 a. m.. e. s. t.. 
March 9, 1954. 

Dated this 5th day of March 1954. 

IsealI S. R. Smith. 

Authorized Representative of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

JF. R. Doc. 64-1713: Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 

8:55 a. m | 


TITLE 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service (Farm Marketing 
Quotas), Department of Agriculture 

Part 728— Wheat 

SU8PART—1954—55 MARKETING YEAR 

Basis and purpose . The amendments 
herein are issued pursuant to the Agri¬ 
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended, and govern the establishment 
of increased 1954 farm wheat acreage 
allotments to provide additional produc¬ 
tion of Class II Durum Wheat In 1954 to 
meet indicated market demands and 
carry-over requirements for the 1953-54 
and 1954-55 marketing years. A proc¬ 
lamation by the Secretary of Agricul¬ 
ture Issued February 26. 1954, pursuant 
to Public Law 290, 83d Congress, an¬ 
nounced that farm acreage allotments 
for the 1954 crop of wheat would be In¬ 
creased to the extent necessary to meet 
the indicated shortage of Class II Durum 
Wheat. 

In order that producers may proceed 
with plans for seeding Class n Durum 
and other classes of wheat as expedi¬ 
tiously as possible, it Is hereby found 
that compliance with the public notice, 
procedure, and 30-day effective date 
provisions of section 4 of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act is impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest. There¬ 


fore. the amendments herein shall be¬ 
come effective upon filing of this docu¬ 
ment with the Director. Division of the 
Federal Register. 

1. section 728.411 is amended by add¬ 
ing a new paragraph (n> to read as 
follows: 

(n) “Class II Durum Wheat** means 
the three sub-classes of Durum Wheat 
(Class II) specified in the “Handbook of 
Official Grain Standards of the United 
States/* which are: Sub-class (A) Hard 
Amber Durum. Sub-class «B> Amber 
Durum, and Sub-class (C> Durum. 

2. A new l 728.425 is added to read as 
follows: 

5 728.425 Conditional increases in 
acreage allotments for production of 
Class II Durum Wheat, (a) The acreage 
allotment established under the pro¬ 
visions of 8$ 728.410 to 728.424 for any 
farm on which Class n Durum Wheat 
was seeded for one or more of the years 
1951. 1952. and 1953 shall be Increased 
upon application filed by or on behalf 
of the operator on Form GR-371-Whe.it 
(1954). Such application shall Include 
information certified to by or for the 
operator relative to the acreage seeded 
for the production of Class II Durum 
Wheat for each of the years 1951, 1952. 
and 1953. The 1954 wheat acreage al¬ 
lotment for each such eligible farm lor 
which an application is filed shall be de¬ 
termined as follows: 

(1) The proportion of the base acre¬ 
age for the farm seeded to Class II 
Durum Wheat shall be computed by 
applying to such base acreage that per¬ 
centage of the average acreage of wheat 
in 1952 and 1953 which was seeded to 
Class II Durum Wheat. 

(2) The proportion of the acreage al¬ 
lotment determined under 58 728.410 to 
728.424 applicable to wheat other than 
Class n Durum Wheat shall be com¬ 
puted by first applying the percentage 
determined under subparagraph (1) of 
this paragraph to such allotment and 
subtracting the product from such 
allotment. 

(3) The allotment for such farm shall 
be the sum of the proportion of the base 
acreage seeded to Class II Durum Wheat 
as computed under subparagraph (1) of 
this paragraph, plus 50 percent thereof, 
plus the proportion of the acreage allot¬ 
ment applicable to wheat other than 
Class n Durum Wheat as computed 
under subparagraph <2> of this para¬ 
graph: Provided, That the farm acreage 
allotment established in accordance with 
the provisions of this section: 

(i) Shall be upon the condition that 
the acreage seeded to wheat other than 
Class II Durum will not exceed the pro¬ 
portion of the acreage allotment appli¬ 
cable to such wheat as computed under 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph; 

<li> Shall represent an increase of not 

less than 20 acres over the proportion 
of the acreage allotment applicable to 
wheat other than Class II Durum as 
computed under subparagraph (2) of 
this paragraph; and 

(iii) Notwithstanding the minimum 
requirement of subdivision (ii>, of this 
subparagraph, shall not exceed the crop- 
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land well suited for wheat as established 
for the farm for which an application 
U filed as provided In this section. 

«b> In the event the acreage seeded to 
eat other than Class n Durum ex¬ 
ceeds the acreage as computed under 
paragraph (a) <2) of this section, the 
fnnn acreage allotment shall be redeter¬ 
mined by adding to the allotment estab- 

I hed under SI 728.410 to 728 424 the 
mailer of (1) the acres seeded to Class 

II Hu rum Wheat in excess of the pro¬ 
portion of such allotment applicable to 
Class n Durum Wheat, determined by 
applying the percentage computed under 
para^rraph <a) Cl) of this section to such 
allotment; or <2> the increase in such 
allotment as computed under paragraph 
<a> '3) of this section. 

<c> The increases in farm acreage al¬ 
lotments under this section shall be de¬ 
termined by the county committee and 
notifications of such conditional allot¬ 
ments shall be issued by the county com¬ 
mittee on Forms GR-308-Whcat <1954) 
Supplement. The provisions of $ 728.422 
rind the last sentence of S 728.420 shall 
not be applicable to farm acreage allot¬ 
ments determined under this section, 
but § 728.423 shall apply thereto. 

<d> The additional acreage required 
by this section shall be in addition to the 
national wheat acreage allotment and 
such acreage shall not be considered in 
rstablishing future State, county, and 
farm acreage allotments. 

(S'*. 375. 62 Stat. 06. a* amended: 7 17 8. C. 
1375. Interpret or apply ®ec 334, 52 Stat. 
53. u amended. Pub. Law 290. 83d Cong.; 
7 U. S. C 1334) 

Done at Washington. D. C.. this 4th 
day of March 1954. Witness my hand 
and the seal of the Department of Agri¬ 
culture. 

Isxal] True D. Mouse, 

Acting Secretary. 

IF R. Doc. 54-1671: Filed. Mar. 0. 1954; 

8,47 a. m-J 


Chapter VIII—Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service (Sugar), Department of 
Agriculture 

Suixhoptor 6—Sugar Requirements orvd Quotas 

(Sugar Reg. 814.21. Arndt. 1] 

Part 814—Allotment or Sugar Quotas 

MAINLAND CANE SUGAR AREA, 1954 

Basis and purpose. This amendment 
» under section 205 <a) ol the 

EuRar Act oi 1948. as amended (herein¬ 
after called the ‘"act"), for the purpose of 
revising Sugar Regulation 814.21 <18 
F R 8886) which established prelimin¬ 
ary allotments ol the 1954 sugar quota 
lor the Mainland Cane Sugar area. 

Omission of recommended decision and 
rfecfioe date . Allotments established 
by this order are in some cases smaller 
and in others larger than the prelimin¬ 
ary allotments established in Sugar 
R ulation 814.21. To afford those re¬ 
ceiving increased allotments adequate 
opportunities to market the additional 
Quantities of sugar in an orderly manner, 
it is imperative that this order be effec- 
uve as soon as possible. Accordingly, it 


Is found that due and timely execution 
of the functions imposed upon the Secre¬ 
tary' under the act imperatively and un¬ 
avoidably requires the omission of a 
recommended decision in tills proceed¬ 
ing. It Is further found that compliance 
with the 30-day effective date require¬ 
ment of the Administrative Procedure 
Act <60 Stat. 237) is impracticable and 
contrary to the public Interest and con¬ 
sequently this order shall be effective 
when published In the Federal Register. 

Preliminary statement. Section 205 
(a) of the act requires the Secretary to 
allot a quota whenever he finds that the 
allotment is necessary, among other 
things to <1) prevent disorderly market¬ 
ing of sugar or liquid sugar and (2) 
afford all interested persons an equitable 
opportunity to market sugar or liquid 
sugar. Section 205 <a> also requires 
that such allotment be made after such 
hearing and upon such notice as the 
Secretary may prescribe. 

To avoid the possibility of some allot¬ 
tees marketing shortly after January 1, 
1954, a quantity of sugar larger than 
their eventual allotment, the Depart¬ 
ment requested and received from each 
allottee a stipulation which enabled the 
Secretary to issue a preliminary allot¬ 
ment order (S. R. 814.21) effective Janu¬ 
ary 1,1954, establishing a 1954 allotment 
for each allottee equal to 80 percent of 
the 1953 allotment for such allottee as 
established in Sugar Regulation 814 20 
<18 F. R. 5289) effective September 2, 
1953. 

Pursuant to the applicable rules of 
practice and procedure <7 CFR 801.1 et 
seq.) a notice was issued on December 
8. 1953, of a public hearing to be held 
at New Orleans. Louisiana, on January 
6. 1954, for the purpose of receiving evi¬ 
dence to enable the Secretary to make 
a fair, efficient and equitable distribu¬ 
tion of the 1954 sugar quota for the 
mainland cane sugar area. 

As stated above the act requires a pre¬ 
liminary finding of necessity for allot¬ 
ment of a quota as a condition precedent 
to the calling of a hearing. Accordingly, 
the notice of hearing Issued by the Sec¬ 
retary provided in part as follows: 

Pursuant to the authority contained In 
the Sugar Act ol 1948. as amended (61 Stat. 
922, as amended by 65 Stat. 318; 7 U. 8. C. 
Sup. 1100). and In accordance with the ap¬ 
plicable rules of practice and procedure (12 
P. R. 8225. 13 F. R. 127. 2063; 7 CPR 801, et 
seq). and on the basis ol information before 
me. I do hereby find that the allotment of 
the 1954 sugar quota for the Mainland Cane 
Sugar area is necessary to prevent disorderly 
marketing and to afford all Interested per¬ 
sons an equitable opportunity to market 
sugar, and hereby give notice that a public 
hearing will be held at the Hotel Monte leone, 
New Orleans, Unitaiarui, on January 6, 1954, 
beginning at 10:00 a m , e. a. U 

Summary of testimony. With respect 
to the necessity for allotment of the 1954 
sugar quota tor the mainland canc sugar 
area, the government witness testified 
that sugar from the 1953-crop cane 
available for marketing in 1954 totalled 
about 290,000 short tons, raw value, 
leaving 210,000 short tons, raw value, of 
quota for new-crop sugar marketings. 
The lowest new-crop marketing for any 
of the last six years was about 282,000 


short tons, raw value, and the highest 
was about 432.000 tons. Thus, in the 
absence of some device to prevent ex¬ 
ceeding the quota, marketings in 1954 
would range upward from 572,000 short 
tons, raw value, possibly as high as 642,- 
000 tons. No change in crop prospects 
within the range of recent experience 
could bring the quantity available for 
marketing safely within the statutory 
quota (R. 9). This testimony on the 
necessity for allotments was not con¬ 
troverted by any witness. 

With respect to the manner In which 
the allotments should be made, the gov¬ 
ernment witness proposed that the fac¬ 
tors to be considered in allotting the 1954 
sugar quota for the Mainland and Cane 
Sugar Area be measured and weighted as 
follows: (1) Processings from propor¬ 
tionate shares, to be measured by each 
processor's production from 1953-crop 
cane and given a weight of 40 percent; 
12 > past marketings, to be measured by 
each processor's annual average market¬ 
ings for the years 1948-53. Inclusive, and 
given a weight of 20 percent; and (3) 
ability to market, to be measured by each 
processor’s sum of (a) production from 
1953-crop cane, and (b) stocks on hand 
January 1, 1954, In excess of the 1948- 
53 average, and given a weight of 40 
percent 1R. 14). 

The applicable weighting would be ap¬ 
plied to the absolute data used as the 
measurement of each of the factors and 
a total of the three measures so weighted 
would be computed for each of the allot¬ 
tees. The cumulation of these totals 
for all allottees would exceed the total 
quota. Thus, the totals for the Indi¬ 
vidual allottees would have to be adjusted 
downward by multiplying them by the 
proportion that the quota is to the total 
of the weighted measures for all allottees 
(R. 17). 

The government witness testified that 
use of revised data In place of that used 
In demonstrating the government pro¬ 
posal was contemplated in developing 
the allotment order regardless of the al¬ 
lotment method followed <R. 18). In 
demonstrating the effect of the proposed 
allotment formula the government wit¬ 
ness stated that production from 1953- 
crop cane was based on late November 
estimates provided by the individual 
processors, and the allotments estab¬ 
lished in Amendment 1 to Sugar Regu¬ 
lation 814.20 <18 F. R. 7842) were used 
as estimates of 1953 marketings in com¬ 
puting 1948-53 average marketings and 
January 1, 1954, effective inventory. 
The 1948-52 average marketings data 
were taken from official records of the 
Department of Agriculture and, there¬ 
fore, no changes in such data appear 
necessary for use in the allotment order 
<R, 12). The substitution of final data 
as proposed by the government witness 
was agreed to by all allottees in the 
stipulation set out below. 

The government witness proposed that 
since use of preliminary and estimated 
data Is anticipated in the initial allot¬ 
ment order and final data may result in 
reduction of some allotments, either al¬ 
lotments or marketings under allotments 
be restricted to 80 to 90 percent of the 
quota pending issuance of an allotment 
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order based on final data <R. 29>, No 
witness took exception to this proposal 

A written statement was submitted at 
the time of the hearing by one allottee 
urging a minimum allotment of 1.000 
tons for each allottee <R. 28), One wit¬ 
ness. representing 45 allottees, testified 
that after carefully considering the 
government proposal as well as other 
alternatives in the light of existing cir¬ 
cumstances the processors he repre¬ 
sented had concluded not to offer an¬ 
other basic allotment formula <R. 46). 
He emphasized, however, that without 
alteration the allotment formula pro¬ 
posed by the government witness would 
cause undue hardship to a few proces¬ 
sors who have greater than average 
stocks of sugar <R. 39-44). To alleviate 
this condition, the witness proposed that 
a processor's allotment should be In no 
event less than the sum of such proc¬ 
essor's January l. 1954. stock of sugar 
on hand plus 25 percent of the amount 
of sugar produced by such processor 
from the 1953-crop sugarcane <R. 40). 
This proposal was made a part of the 
stipulation, the complete text of which 
is set out below, which was agreed to by 
all allottees. 

The incorporation In the 1954 allot¬ 
ment order of provisions similar to 
paragraphs (b) and <c) of S. R. 814.20 re¬ 
lating to transfer of allotments and ex¬ 
change of sugar between allottees was 
recommended by a representative of 45 
allottees <R. 46-47). There was no testi¬ 
mony In opposition to the inclusion of 
such provisions. 

A representative of 45 allottees recom¬ 
mended that some action be taken by the 
Department to require each allottee to 
report hts estimated 1954 calendar year 
production and estimated 1954 market¬ 
ings no later than December 10.1954. and 
to report in writing his Inability to mar¬ 
ket a portion of his allotment and to 
tender such deficit for reallotment im¬ 
mediately on such factors becoming ap¬ 
parent <R. 48). In this regard the gov¬ 
ernment witness testified that In light 
of present stocks held by the allottees 
the likelihood of deficits was rather re¬ 
mote (R. 50). 

All of the 51 allottees stipulated for 
the record at the hearing (R. 72-76) or 
subsequently in writing as follows: 

1. To the extent that 1053 marketings are 
concerned In measuring “past marketings** 
or computing January 1. 1054 Inventories, 
the Initial order allotting the 1054 sugar 
quota for the mainland cane sugar area 
Issued after public hearing shall be based on 
the Anal 1053 allotments to all allottees. 
Further, to the extent that processings of 
sugar from 1053-crop cane are concerned 
the best estimates thereof shall be used In 
the basis of such Initial allotment order. 
Without further hearing and without change 
tn the formula adopted therein, such initial 
allotment order shaU be revised to substitute 
actual 1053-crop processings and 1953 mar¬ 
ketings as shown by official records of the 
8ugar Division after submission of such fig¬ 
ures to the respective processors and oppor¬ 
tunity afforded to moke any necessary correc¬ 
tions therein. 

2. To give effect to any change in the 1954 
sugar quota for the mainland cane area made 
after the Issuance of the Initial allotment 
order, the order tn effect at that time shall 
be revised without further hearing, using 
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the same allotment formula used In the 
initial order Issued after the January 0. 1954 
hearing. 

3. That there be alloted to the Louisiana 
State University for Its experimental Sugar 
I^ctory at Baton Rouge. Louisiana. 123 tons 
of quota regardless of the allotment to which 
it would be entitled under the allotment 
formula. 

4. If any allottee notifies the Department 
In writing that It will be unable to fill its 
1954 allotment, an amount of sugar equal to 
such deficit shall be allotted, without further 
hearing and without change In the original 
allotment formula, to other allottees able to 
supply the Additional sugar. 

5. Thst the determination specifically pro¬ 
vide that In no event shall the allotment to 
any processor be an amount less than the 
sum of such processor's January 1, 1954 
actual stock of sugar on hand plus 25% of 
the amount of sugar produced by such pro¬ 
cessor from the 1953 crop, provided, however, 
that no allottee's allotment shAll be reduced 
by virtue of this paragraph 5 more than 141% 
of the amount of such allotment computed 
without the adjustment necessitated by this 
paragraph. 

6 Each allottee waives Its (hie) right to 
object to the validity of the 1954 allotment 
order by reason of any action taken by the 
Secretary of Agriculture in conformity with 
the provisions of this stipulation herein¬ 
above set out in paragraphs one to five, in¬ 
clusive; provided however, such waiver shall 
not preclude any allottee from contesting 
the validity of any other feature or provisions 
of sold allotment order, or any other action 
taken by the Secretary of Agriculture there¬ 
under or with respect thereto. 

Basis of allotment. Section 205 <a> of 
the act reads in pertinent part as follows: 

• • • Allotments shall be made In such 
manner and in such amounts os to provide 
a fair, efficient, and equitable distribution of 
such quota or proratlon thereof, by taking 
Into consideration the processings of sugar 
or liquid sugar from sugar beets or sugar¬ 
cane to which proportionate shares, deter¬ 
mined pursuant to the provisions of 
subsection (bf of section 302. pertained; the 
past marketings or Importations of each such 
person; and the ability of such person to 
market or Import that portion of such quota 
or proratlon thereof allotted to him. • • • 

The three factors cited above arc 
measured and weighted as proposed in 
the testimony of the government witness! 
However, higher allotments are estab¬ 
lished for 4 allottees. Pursuant to para¬ 
graph 3 of the stipulation, an allotment 
of 125 short tons, raw value, was estab¬ 
lished for the Louisiana State University 
and. pursuant to paragraph 5 of the 
stipulation, allotments for Burton- 
Sutton Oil Co., Inc., Columbia Sugar 
Company and Southdown Sugars, Inc., 
were established equal to the sum of the 
January 1. 1954. stocks and 25 percent of 
sugar produced from the 1953 crop for 
each of the three processors. To offset 
the increases in these four allotments, 
allotments for the remaining 47 allottees 
are reduced about 1.42 percent. 

The data used are as provided for in 
paragraph 1 of the stipulation. Since 
allotments established by this order are 
based upon estimates of both production 
from 1953-crop cane and 1953 market¬ 
ings. and finAl production and market¬ 
ing data are to be substituted when 
available, the amount of each allotment 
which may be marketed prior to Sep¬ 
tember I, 1954. 1s limited to 85 percent 
of such allotment. This limitation is 


necessary to prevent any processor from 
marketing more than the share of the 
quota to which it will ultimately be 
entitled on the basis of its actual mar¬ 
ketings in 1953 ancL production from 
1953-crop cane. 

Provision is made for the transfer of 
allotments under circumstances deemed 
necessary to Insure the processing of all 
sugarcane to which proportionate shares 
pertain. The geographical distribution 
of sugarcane acreage and mills, differ¬ 
ences in the operating conditions of vari¬ 
ous mills and marketing practices for 
sugarcane In some parts of the area, ap¬ 
pear to make such a provision necessary. 
It was proposed on behalf of many proc¬ 
essors and no testimony appears in op¬ 
position to it. 

The substance of the provision of 
5 816.3 <14 P. R. 2163) is included In 
5 814.21 <c) so that this section con¬ 
tinues its applicability in the Mainland 
Cane Sugar Area If deleted from Part 
816 as has been proposed. Assurance 
that this provision would continue to 
apply to this area was requested by 
various processors at the hearing and 
no evidence was presented against it. 

Findings and conclmioris. On the 
basts of the record of the hearing, I 
hereby find and conclude that: 

(1) For the calendar year 1954 Main¬ 
land Cane sugar processors will have 
available for marketing from 1953-crop 
cane about 290.000 short tons, raw value, 
and if marketing of sugar from 1951- 
crop cane is equal to or exceeds the 
lowest new-crop marketing for any of 
the last six years, the quota of 500.000 
short tons, raw value, would be exceeded 
by 72.000 tons or more. 

(2) The allotment of the 1954 main¬ 
land cane sugar area quota is necessary 
to prevent disorderly marketing and to 
afford all interested persons equitable 
opportunities to market sugar processed 
from sugarcane produced in that area 

(3) To assure a fair, efficient and 
equitable distribution of the Mainland 
Cane Sugar Area quota the three statu¬ 
tory standards should be weighted a* 
follows: “Processings • • • from 
proportionate shares," 40 percent: "past 
marketings.” 20 percent; and "ability to 
market," 40 percent. 

<4> Each allottee’s production from 
1953-crop cane constitutes a fair and 
equitable measure of “processings * * * 
from • • • proportionate shares," and 
this revised order should be based on the 
allottee’s estimates of 1953-crop produc¬ 
tion which were made a part of the record 
of the hearing. # 

<5> A fair and equitable measure of 
past marketings for each allottee is the 
average of such marketing for the period 
1948-53 with 1953 marketing estimated 
to be equal to the allotments established 
in Sugar Regulation 814.20. Amendment 
2 (18 F R. 8818*. 

<6) The sum of each allottee’s produc¬ 
tion from 1953-crop cane plus stocks of 
sugar on hand January l, 1954. in excess 
of the average of January 1, 1948-53 
stocks is a fair and equitable measure of 
ability to market 

<7> The Quantities of sugar referred 
to in (4>, <5> and (0> above arc as set 
forth In the following table: 
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^8) When available, final data on pro- 
due Uon of sugar from 1953-crop cane 
and marketings of sugar In the calendar 
year 1933 should be substituted for the 
estimates of such data which are used 
in this order. 

*9) The quota should be allotted by 
applying the weightings specified in 
Paragraph (3) above to the measures of 
wie three factors listed for each allottee 
10 Paragraph (7) above; and by making 
appropriate adjustments (a) to allot 125 
anort tons, raw value, to the Louisiana 
State University, <b) to allot to no al¬ 
lottee less than the sura of Its inventory 
oi sugar on January 1, 1954. plus 25 per- 
$2; ot tbe sugar produced by It from 
lsw-crop cane and (c) to bring the total 
01 allotments within the area quota. 

* 10) in order to prevent any allottee 
irom marketing a quantity of sugar in 


excess of the allotments established 
therefor on the basis of final data relat¬ 
ing to production of sugar from 1953- 
crop cane and quantities of sugar mar¬ 
keted in 1953. allotments under this 
order should be limited to 85 percent of 
the quota. 

(11) An efficient distribution of the 
quota requires a provision permitting 
the transfer of allotments deemed nec¬ 
essary to assure the processing of all 
proportionate alia res sugarcane. 

(12) Allotments established in the 
foregoing manner and in the amounts 
set forth in the order provide a fair, ef¬ 
ficient and equitable distribution of the 
quota as required by section 205 (a) of 
the act. 

Order. Pursuant to the authority 
vested In the Secretary of Agriculture by 
section 205 (a) of the act. it is hereby 
ordered that 8 814.21 be revised to read 
as follows: 

8 814.21 Allotment of the 1954 sugar 
Quota for the Mainland Cane Sugar 
Area —(a) Allotments. The 1954 sugar 
quota for the Mainland Cane Sugar 
Area Is hereby allotted to the following 
processors in amounts which appear in 
column (1) opposite their respective 
names: 


Allotment* 


Total 

0) 

6ft prr- 

mu 

an 

• 

(ftWsr/ tom*, r««f 

rain#) 

Xm 

4,282 

X 778 

6910 

X 591 

6 782 

10. Ml 

6706 

6 9.M 

X 911 

4,747 

6oaft 

7.614 

6642 

X 777 

XM0 

6 750 

6295 

X 440 

6921 

6 «77 

X®75 

t. 830 

I.VW 

6 Ml 

X623 

6MC 

X380 

m 

xot 

4,087 

X474 

IX MO 

1X231 

X675 

X 124 

6012 

6610 

662 

M3 

6640 

7.344 

XMMI 

2XV® 

x«m 

4.M 

n, m 

6 370 

1X905 

ia 190 

7.CR2 

6 .'00 

7.377 

6270 

4.912 

6 *! 

Xftu? 

X 131 

9.822 

X*3« 

A Vjr, 

X 487 

16 IM 

604 

IXft20 

it. ate 

7,202 

6tw 

l.ffil 

xrr» 

X033 

X343 

9,120 

7. Hi 

K 7 IK 

7.410 

2,763 

X 349 

X M3 

X013 

2X 104 

26 1» 

42. 131 

3XftU 

7.070 

6 017 

xoa 

v. Hi 

97.034 

K M 

■ 

7. CM 

X 134 

1.914 

X027 

XCM 


6028 

6I5» 

X 232 

12ft 

100 

0 

0 

mqooo 

42X 000 
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Aik* r Hr/. A rinur, Inc. 

Aim* 1'ton tat Inn. iAd . 

J. A run k Co,. Inc .. 

fUDrmul Purnr Farmer . . 

Breaux RrMpe Surnr Coop., Inc™. 
Bur too •Sul Ion Oil Co., Inc. 

C*W A Omuyttsnl. . 

CaWwrll So car Coop.. Inc. 
f’nttkwtr* Furor Co., inr... 

Columbia Rurw Co. .. 
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BofM k LcBfeiir, Ltd .HP 

I>ulie k Bouryeoto Sugar Co., Inc... 
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8trr1lnif Hurar*, Inc . 
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Vermilion Sorar Co., Inc............ 
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A. W lltrrt'i 80111 Lbr. k Mi. Co _ 

Young's Industrie*, Inc _ 

Ixnilhtuiu Slate I'nivrt*ity. 

All otlicf |»cr*oni___ 
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<b> Restrictions on shipment and 
marketing. Prior to September 1, 1954, 
each person named in paragraph (a) of 
this section, is hereby prohibited from 
shipping, transporting or marketing in 
interstate commerce or in competition 
with sugar or liquid sugar in interstate 
commerce, any sugar or liquid sugar pro¬ 
duced from sugarcane grown in the 
mainland cane sugar area in excess of 
85 percent of the allotments established 
in paragraph (a) of this section. 

(c) Transfer of allotment. When ap¬ 
proved in writing by the Director. Sugar 
Division, Commodity Stabilization Serv¬ 
ice, of the Department, allotments made 
in paragraph (a) of this section may be 
transferred, in whole or in port, to an¬ 
other allottee thereunder upon a showing 
that the transferee has processed or will 
process 1954-crop sugarcane because of 
inability of the transferor, arising sub¬ 
sequently to the processing of the 1953- 
crop. to process the tonnage of sugarcane 
which otherwise would be processed by 
him. 

(d) Exchanges of sugar between allot¬ 
tees. When approved in writing by the 
Director of the Sugar Division, or the 
Chief of the Quota and Allotment 
Branch thereof. Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service of the Department, any 
Allottee holding sugar or liquid sugar 
acquired by him within the allotment of 
another person established In paragraph 
(a) of this section, may ship, transport 
or market an equivalent quantity of 
sugar processed by him in excess of his 
allotment established in paragraph (a) 
of this section. The sugar or liquid 
sugar held under this paragraph shall be 
subject to all other provisions of this 
section as if it had been processed by the 
allottee who acquired it for the purpose 
authorized by this paragraph. 

(Sec. 403, 61 Slat. 932; 7 U. S. C. Sup. 1133. 
Interpret* or applies iec. 205. 61 8tnt 926, 7 
U. S C. Sup. 1115) 

Done at Washington. D. C, this 4th 
day of March 1954. Witness my hand 
and the seal of the Department of Agri¬ 
culture. 

fSEALl T*ur D. Morse, 

Acting Secretary of Agriculture. 

|P. R. Doc. 64-1670; Filed. Mar. 9. 1954: 

8.46 a. m ) 


Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

(Docket No. AO-176-A10| 

Part 974^—Milk in tiiz Columbus, Ohio, 
Marketing Area 

ORDER AMENDING ORDER, AS AMENDED 

8 974.0 Findings and determinations . 
The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of each of the previously issued 
amendments thereto; and all of said pre¬ 
vious findings and determinations are 
hereby ratified and affirmed, except 
insofar as such findings and determina- 
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tions may be In conflict with the findings 
and determinations set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record . Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U. 8. C. 601 et seq.). and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure, as 
amended, governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing was held upon certain proposed 
amendments to the tentative marketing 
agreement and to the order, as amended, 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Columbus, Ohio, marketing area. Upon 
the basis of the evidence introduced at 
such hearing and the record thereof, It 
is found that: 

<1> The said order, as amended, and 
as hereby further amended, and all of 
the terms and conditions thereof, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act: 

(2) The parity prices of milk: as 
determined pursuant to section 2 of the 
act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the marketing area, and the min¬ 
imum prices specified in the order, as 
amended, and as hereby further amend¬ 
ed, are such prices as will reflect the 
aforesaid factors, insure a sufficient 
quantity of pure and wholesome milk 
and be in the public interest: and 

(3) The said order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended, regulates the 
handling of milk in the same manner as 
and is applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified In a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

(b) Additional findings. It Is hereby 
found and determined that good cause 
exists for making this amendatory or¬ 
der effective April 1. 1954. Such action 
is necessary in the public interest in 
order to reflect current marketing con¬ 
ditions and to insure the orderly mar¬ 
keting of available milk supplies. Ac¬ 
cordingly. any further delay in the 
effective date of this order amending 
the order, as amended, will seriously 
impair the orderly marketing of milk 
in the Columbus. Ohio, marketing area. 
The provisions of the said amendatory 
order are well known to handlers and 
producers, the public hearing having 
been held on June 8. 9, and 15. 1953 
and a (Inal decision on the amendment 
provisions having been issued February 
15. 1954, Reasonable time under the 
circumstances has been afforded per¬ 
sons affected to prepare for Its effective 
date. Therefore, it would be contrary 
to the public Interest to delay the effec¬ 
tive date of this amendatory order for 
30 days after its publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. (See sec. 4 <c>. Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act. Pub. Law 404, 
79th Cong.. 60 Stat. 237 >. 

<c> Determination. It Is hereby de¬ 
termined that handlers (excluding co¬ 
operative associations of producers who 
are not engaged in processing, distribut¬ 
ing or shipping milk covered by this 
order, as amended, and as hereby fur¬ 
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ther amended, which is marketed within 
the Columbus, Ohio, marketing area) of 
more than 50 percent of the milk which 
is marketed within the said marketing 
area, refused or failed to sign the pro¬ 
posed marketing agreement regulating 
the handling of milk in the said market¬ 
ing area, and it is hereby further deter¬ 
mined that: 

<1> The refusal or failure of such 
handlers to sign said proposed market¬ 
ing agreement tends to prevent the ef¬ 
fectuation of the declared policy of the 
act; 

(2) The Issuance of this order amend¬ 
ing the order, as amended, is the only 
practical means, pursuant to the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, of advancing 
the interests of producers of milk which 
is produced for sale in the said market¬ 
ing area; and 

(3) The issuance of this order amend¬ 
ing the order, as amended, is approved 
or favored by at least two-thirds of the 
producers who, during the determined 
representative period (December 1953), 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale in the said marketing area. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the effec¬ 
tive date hereof the handling of milk 
in the Columbus. Ohio, marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in compli¬ 
ance with the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended, and the afore¬ 
said order, as amended, is hereby further 
amended as follows: 

1. Amend 5 974.22 (l) (1) by changing 
the reference “85 974.51. 974.52 and 974.- 
53" appearing therein to read “85 974.51 
through 974.54". 

2. Amend 8 974.22 (k) by changing the 
terms “Class I milk. Class II milk, and 
Class III milk" appearing therein to read 
“Class I milk. Class 11 milk. Class in 
milk, and Class IV milk." 

3. Amend 5 974.41 (a) <3> by changing 
the terms "Class II milk or Class III milk“ 
appearing therein to read "Class n milk. 
Class III milk, or Class IV milk." 

4. Amend § 974.41 U» (1) and (2) to 
read as follows: 

(1) Disposed of in fluid form for con¬ 
sumption as sweet or sour cream or any 
mixture of cream and milk (or skim 
milk), including eggnog, containing 
more than 0 percent of butterfat: 

(2) Used to produce aerated products 
containing milk, cream, or any combina¬ 
tion thereof (such as "Reddi-Wlp", “In¬ 
stant Whip", etc.); and 

5. Delete that portion of 5 074.41 (c) 
preceding subparagraph <2> thereof and 
substitute therefor the following: 

(c) Class in milk shall be all skim 
milk and butterfat used to produce 
frozen cream, condensed milk and con¬ 
densed skim milk (except evaporated 
milk or skim milk in hermetically sealed 
cans), ice cream, ice cream mix, ice 
cream novelties, ice sherberts. or imita¬ 
tion ice cream. 

td> Class IV milk shall be all skim 
milk and butterfat specifically accounted 
for as: 

(1) Having been used to produce any 
milk product other than as specified In 


paragraphs (a) (1) or (2), (b), or (c) 
of this section; 

6. Amend 5 974.43 (a) (3) by changin' 
the terms “Class II milk or Class III 
milk" appearing therein to read "Class II 
milk. Class III milk, or Class IV milk". 

7. Amend 5 974.43 (b) (3) by changing 
the terms "Class I milk or Class III milk" 
appearing therein to read "Class I milk. 
Class ni milk, or Class IV milk". 

8. Amend 5 974.44 by changing the 
terms "Class I milk. Class II milk and 
Class HI milk" appearing therein to 
read "Class I milk. Class II milk. Gass 
HI milk, and Class IV milk". 

9. Amend 8 974.44 (d) (2) and (e> (3> 
by changing the terms “Class II milk or 
Class III milk" appearing therein to 
read “Class II milk. Class III milk, or 
Class IV milk". 

10. Amend 5 974.44 (h) to read as 
follows: 

<h) Determine the total pounds of 
butterfat in Class HI milk by computing 
the aggregate amount of butterfat used 
to produce each of the several items of 
Class III milk; 

11. Delete 5 974.44 <\) (2) and (3) and 
substitute therefor the following: 

(2) Subtracting the result obtained 
In paragraph <h) of this section; 

(J) Determine the total pounds of 
butterfat in Class IV milk by; 

( 1 ) Computing the aggregate amount 
of butterfat used to produce each of the 
several items of Class IV milk; and 

(2) Adding actual plant shrinkage of 
butterfat referred to in 5 974.41 <d> (3) 
and (4): and 

<k> Determine the total pounds of 
skim milk in Class IV milk by: 

(1) Computing the aggregate amount 
of skim milk and butterfat (in whatever 
form) used to produce each of the sev¬ 
eral items of Class IV milk: 

(2) Subtracting the result obtained in 
paragraph <J> <1> of this section; and 

(3) Adding actual plant shrinkage of 
skim milk referred to in 8 974.41 (d) (3) 
and (4). 

12. Amend 5 974 45 by changing the 
terms “Class I milk. Class II milk and 
Class HI milk" appearing therein to 
read “Class I milk. Class II milk. Class 
III milk, and Class IV milk". 

13. Amend 5 974.45 (a) to read as 
follows: 

(a) Subtracting from Class IV milk 
(other than butterfat used in butter 
making) the actual plant shrinkage of 
skim milk and butterfat, respectively, 
allowed pursuant to 8 974.41 (d) (3) 
and (4); 

14. Amend ? 974.45 <d> by Changing 
the term “Class HI milk" appearing 
therein to read "Class IV milk". 

15. Amend 8 974.45 <f ) to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

(f) Subtracting from the rematnin: 
pounds of skim mik and butterfat in 
each class (not including plant shrink¬ 
age on producer milk in Class IV milk >. 
the total pounds of skim milk and butter¬ 
fat. respectively, received from other 
handlers (except those referred to in 
paragraph <c) of this section) ww 
stated by the transferring handler and 
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receiver to have been used in such class, 
to the extent of the amounts of skim 
milk and butterfat remaining in such 
cla>s after making the computation pur- 
fcuant to paragraphs <b) and <c> of this 
action: Provided , That skim milk or 
butterfat allocated by such statements 
to class n milk. Class m milk, or Class 
IV milk In excess of amounts subtracted 
above pursuant to this paragraph shall 
be l ibtracted from Class I milk; and 

16 Amend ll 974.51 and 974 52 by 
changing the reference "§ 974.54'* ap¬ 
pearing therein to read "f 974-55'*. 

17 Amend § 974.52 <b) by changing 
the reference "paragraph (b) of I 974.53" 
appearing therein to read "5 974.54 (b>'\ 

18. Insert immediately before para¬ 
graph (a> of i 974.53 the following: 

ta) For each of the months of August 
through March the prices for skim milk 
and butterfat shall be those computed 
pursuant to l 974.52; and 

ib) Por each of the months of April 
through July the prices for skim milk 
and butterfat shall be computed as fol¬ 
lows: 

<1) Add 20 cents to the basic formula 

prire; 

<2> Multiply the price computed in 
subparagraph <1> of this paragraph by 
thr percentage computed In § 974.51 <b) 
and then divide by 0.035. and the result¬ 
ing amount shall be the Class III butter- 
fat price per hundredweight: Provided, 
That in no event shall the price of Class 
ni butterfat be less than the price com¬ 
puted pursuant to l 974.54 <b) prior to 
the proviso; and 

<3> Subtract from the price computed 
pursuant to subparagraph <1> of tills 
paragraph the amount computed pur¬ 
suant to subparagraph (2) of this 
paragraph times 0.035. and divide the 
result by 0.965, and the resulting amount 
shall be the Class m skim milk price 
per hundredweight. 

\ 974.54 Class IV milk prices. The 
it poclive minimum prices per hundred¬ 
weight to be paid by each handier for 
fihtm milk and butterfat in producer 
milk received at his fluid milk plant and 
classified as Class IV milk shall be as 
follows, as computed by the market 

administrator: 

1* Renumber f 974.54 as { 974.55. 

20 Amend { 974 60 by changing the 
terms Class II and Class HI prices" 
appearing in the last proviso thereof to 
read "Class in and Class IV prices"; and 
by changing the terms "Class I milk or 
Class II milk" appearing in the last 
Proviso thereof to read "Class I milk. 
Class II milk or Class m milk". 

21 Amend $ 974.63 (c) to read as 
follows: 

( e) Deducting for each of the months 
of April, May. June, and July an amount 
computed by multiplying the hundred¬ 
weight of milk which was received from 
Producers during each such month by 35 
cents; 

22. Amend 5 974.91 to read as follows: 

1 974 91 Producer-handlers. Sec- 
uons 974.50 through 974.62 and 974.70 
974.78 shall not apply to a han¬ 
ger who handles only milk from his own 
No. 47-a 


farm production or received from other 
handlers. 

(Scc. 5, 49 Stat. 753. at amended; 7 U. S. C. 
and Sup. 608c) 

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 5th 
day of March 1954 to be effective on and 
after April 1, 1954. 

I seal l Trite D. Morse. 

Acting Secretary of Agriculture . 

IP. R. Doc. 54-1714; rued. Mar. 9, 1954; 
8:55 a. m.) 


TITLE 15—COMMERCE AND 
TOREiGN TRADE 

Chapter lit—Bureau of Foreign Com¬ 
merce, Department of Commerce 

SubcKoptor B—import Kogvlotior>« 

(6th Gen. Rev. of Export Reg*.. Arndt. 621 

Part 368—Mutual Assistance on U. 8. 
Imports and Exports (as Applied to 
Selected U. S. Imports) 

IMPORT CERTIFICATE AND DELIVERY VERIFI- 
CATION ON SELECTED IMPORTS INTO THE 
UNITED STATES 

Section 368.1 Import certificate and 
delivery verification on selected imports 
into the United States is amended in the 
following particulars: 

Subparagraph (1) General of para¬ 
graph (b> Import certificate covering 
imports into the United States is amend¬ 
ed to read as follows: 

(l) General . Where a person in the 
United States is purchasing or intend¬ 
ing to receive, or receiving, commodities 
from a foreign country and is required 
by such country, in connection with the 
granting of an export license, to furnish 
an import certificate, such person shall 
apply for his certification by filling out 
and executing Form IT-826, in tripli¬ 
cate (in quadruplicate for "source ma¬ 
terial," or "facilities for the production 
of fissionable material," as defined and 
described in the Atomic Energy Act of 
1946. and regulations of the Atomic 
Energy Commission). 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive as of April 1, 1954. 

(Sec. 3. 63 SUt. 7; 65 SUt. 43: 67 Stat. 62; 
BO U. 8. C. App. Sup 2023. E. O. 0630. Sept. 
27. 1945; 10 F. R. 12245. 3 CFR. 1945 Supp.; 
E. O. 9919. Jan. 3, 1948. 13 F. R. 59. 3 CFR. 
1948 Supp.) 

Loring K. Macy, 
Director , 

Bureau of Foreign Commerce . 

|P. R. Doc. 54-1668; Filed. Mat. 9. 1954; 
8:46 a. m ) 


TITLE 22—FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Chapter I—Department of State 

(Dept. Reg. 106214) 

Part 96— Parcel Post Shipments of 
Individual Relief Packages 

WITHDRAWAL FROM PUBLICATION 

The following part in Chapter I. Title 
22. Code of Federal Regulations, is with¬ 
drawn from publication: 


Part 96. "Parcel Post Bliipments of 
Individual Relief Packages", which has 
now become obsolete. 

For the Secretary of State. 

Edward T. Wajles, 
Assistant Secretary. 

March 4. 1954. 

|F. R. Doc. 54-1073: Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 
8:47 a. m ) 


TITLE 47—telecommuni¬ 
cation 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

Part 1—Practice and Procedure 

OWNERSHIP REPORTS, BROADCAST LICENSEES 
AND PERMITTEES 

In the matter of amendment of 51.343 
of the Commission's rules and regula¬ 
tions and FCC Form 303. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C^ on the 3d day of 
March 1954; 

The Commission has before It for con¬ 
sideration $ 1.343 of its rules and regula¬ 
tions relating to the filing of ownership 
reports by licensees of broadcast stations. 
In an order effective February 1, 1954, 
the Commission amended 5 1 343 to relax 
the rule to provide for the filing of an 
ownership report together with the ap¬ 
plication for renewal of license in lieu of 
the fifing of an annual ownership report* 

The Commission was of the view that 
the filing of an ownership report every 
three years at the time of the application 
for renewal of license together with the 
supplemental oamership report required 
to be filed under 8 1.343 (b) would pro¬ 
vide the Commission with sufficient data 
concerning the ownership of broadcast 
facilities and that the filing of an annual 
ownership report was. therefore, un¬ 
necessary. It now appears, however, 
that the rule as revised operates to re¬ 
quire owners of multiple broadcast 
facilities to file unnecessary and repeti¬ 
tious data with the Commission. For 
such multiple licensees must file an own¬ 
ership report with each application for 
renewal of each station license. 

We are of the view that the rules should 
be further revised so as to eliminate such 
unnecessary and repetitious filings by the 
owners of multiple broadcast facilities. 
We also note that the rule as revised re¬ 
quires that the ownership data be sub¬ 
mitted "as of the date of filing." It 
appears that in many instances it is dif¬ 
ficult, it not Impossible, to comply with 
this requirement. Accordingly, we are 
revising the rule to provide that the data 
required to be furnished in the ownership 
report shall be submited as of a date not 
more than 30 days prior to the filing of 
the report. Finally, it is necessary to 
make minor editorial changes in FCC 
Form 303 to reflect the rule as revised 
herein. 

The amendments adopted herein are 
procedural in nature and prior notice of 
rule making is therefore not required. 
The amendments adopted herein repre¬ 
sent a relaxation of the requirements of 
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the present rule and may therefore be 
made effective immediately. 

In view of the foregoing: It is ordered . 
That effective immediately, I 1.343 of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations is 
amended by deleting that portion of 
paragraph <a> which begins "the licensee 
of each broadcast station • • #H and 
ends "• • • as of the date of filing:*• 
and substituting therefor the following: 

(a) The licensee of each broadcast 
station shall file an Ownership Report 
(PCC Form 323) at the time the applica¬ 
tion for renewal of station license is re¬ 
quired to be filed: Provided. however. 
That licensees owning more than one 
Standard. FM or Television broadcast 
station shall file the Ownership Report 
together with the first application for 
renewal of station license filed on or 
after February 1. 1954, and at three-year 
Intervals thereafter. Ownership Re¬ 
ports shall give the following informa¬ 
tion as of a date not more than 30 days 
prior to the filing of the Ownership 
Report: 

It is further ordered. That effective 
Immediately, paragraph 4 of section 1 of 
FCC Form 303 is amended to read as 
follows: 

4 . Is the applicant’s Ownership Report 
filed with this application? (See f 1343 
(a) ol Commission's rules.) Yea □ No □. 

If answer U “No", give date of filing of 
lust Ownership Report and call letters, sta¬ 
tion location and file number of renewal 
application with which It was filed. 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1066, as amended: 47 U. S. C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 SUL 
1082. as amended; 47 U. 8. C. 303) 

Released: March 4, 1954, 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

I seal ] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 54-1708: Piled. Mar. 9. 1954; 
8:53 a. m.] 


Part 3—Radio Broadcast Services 

STATUTE MILE FIGURE 

In the matter of amendment of Part 3 
of the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions to effect certain editorial changes 
therein. 

The Commission desires to make & 
change in Port 3. Radio Broadcast Serv¬ 
ices (Revised to June 30, 1953>, to cor¬ 
rect a typographical error contained in 
Table III of Appendix II to Subpart E. 

The amendment adopted herein is 
editorial in nature, and, therefore, prior 
publication of notice of proposed rule 
making under the provisions of section 
4 of the Administrative Procedure Act is 
unnecessary, and the amendment may 
become effective immediately. 

The amendment adopted herein is is¬ 
sued pursuant to authority contained 
in sections 4 (i). 5 (d) (1) and 303 (r> of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and paragraph F-6 of the 
Commission's order defining the func¬ 
tions and establishing the organizational 
structure of the Office of the Secretary, 
dated February 14, 1952, as amended. 


It is ordered. This 4th day of March 
1954. that, effective immediately. Part 3 
of the Commission's rules and regula¬ 
tions is revised as set forth below: 

Table in of Appendix II to Subpart E 
is amended as follows: Change the stat¬ 
ute mile figure for 40* 2' to read "53.037" 
instead of "53.137". 

Released: March 4, 1954. 

(Sec, 4. 48 Stat. 1066. as amended: 47 U. S. C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 5. 48 Sttt. 
1083, ns amended, sec. 5. 66 Stat. 713; 47 
U. S. C. 303. 155) 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|P. R. Doc. 54-1709; Piled. Mar. 9. 1954: 
8:54 a. m ] 


Part 7— Stations on Land in the 
Maritime Service 

Part 8—Stations on Shipboard in the 
Maritime Service 

Part 12— Amateur Radio Services 
miscellaneous amendments 

In the matter of amendment of Parts 
7. 8. and 12 of the Commission's rules 
and regulations. Modification of Part 7 
Appendix 1. Part 8 Appendix 1 and Part 
12 Appendix 1. with reference to Re¬ 
gional Managers and District Field office 
areas. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission, held at its offices 
In Washington, D. C., on the 1st day of 
March 1954; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration possible reduction in the number 
of Regional offices, reorganization of 
the areas embraced by its San Francisco 
Regional office and its Denver District 
office and the desirability of designating 
regions numerically rather than by the 
geographical system: and 

It appearing, that the Houston, Texas, 
Regional office should be eliminated by 
including the State of New Mexico with¬ 
in the area embraced by the San Fran¬ 
cisco Regional office and the States of 
Texas. Oklahoma. Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Mississippi within the area em¬ 
braced by the Atlanta Regional office; 
and 

It further appearing, that the State of 
New Mexico which has heretofore been 
embraced by the Commission's District 
office No. 10 at Dallas. Texas should be 
included in the area embraced by the 
Commission's District office No. 15 at 
Denver, Colorado. 

It is ordered. Pursuant to sections 4 
(1) and 303 <r) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, that Parts 7. 
8 and 12 of the Commission's rules are 
hereby amended effective April 1, 1954. 
as set forth below. 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1066. as amended: 47 U- S. C. 
154. Interpret* or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1062. as amended; 47 U. S. C. 303) 

Released: March 4, 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 


1. Amend Part 7, Appendix 1. by delet¬ 
ing “New Mexico all counties" from the 
listing opposite Radio District No. 10 
(Dallas, Texas) and adding "New Mexico 
all counties" to the listing opposite Radio 
District No. 15 (Denver, Colorado). 

2. Amend Part 7. Appendix 1, by de¬ 
leting subheading "The offices of the 
Regional Managers of the Field Engi¬ 
neering and Monitoring Division. Bureau 
of Engineering, are located at the follow¬ 
ing addresses:" and the listings there¬ 
under and substitute the following : "The 
offices of the Regional Managers of the 
Field Engineering and Monitoring Bu¬ 
reau are located at the following ad¬ 
dresses:* 

Region No. 1, 954 Federal Building. 641 
Washington Sweet. New York 14. N. Y —To 
Include: District* Non. 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. and 24. 

Region No. 2, 411 Federal Annex, Atlanta, 
Ga.—To Include: Districts Nos. 6, 7, 8. 9. 10, 
and 22. 

Region No. 3. 323-A Customhouse, San 
Francisco 26. Calif.—To include: District! 
Nos. 11. 12. and 15. 

Region No. 4, 802 Federal Office Building, 
Seattle 4. Wash.—To Include: Districts Nos. 
13 and 14. 

Region No. 5. P. O. Box 1142, Lanlknl Oahu, 

T. H.—To Include: District No. 21. 

Region No. 6, P. O. Box 644. (Bm. 52 

U. S. P. O. and Courthouse), Anchorage, 
Alaska—To Include: District No, 23. 

Region No. 7. 832 U. 8. Courthouse. Chicago 
4. Illinois—TO Include: Districts 1 oa. 16. 17, 
and 18. 

Region No. 8. 1029 New Federal Build Iiul 
D etroit 26. Michigan—To Include: Districts 
Nos. 19 and 20. 

3. Amend Part 8, Appendix 1. by de¬ 
leting all reference to "New Mexico, all 
counties" opposite Radio District No. 10 
(Dallas. Texas) and adding "New' Mexico 
all counties" to the listing opposite Radio 
District No. 15 (Denver, Colorado). 

4. Amend Part 8. Appendix 1. by de¬ 
leting the subheading "The offices of the 
Regional Managers of the Field Engi¬ 
neering and Monitoring Division, Bureau 
of Engineering, are located at the fol¬ 
lowing addresses:" and the listing 
thereunder and substitute the following: 
"The offices of the Regional Managers of 
the Field Engineering and Monitoring 
Bureau arc located at the following 
addresses:" 

Region No. 1, 954 Federal Building. 64t 
Washington Street. New York 14. N. Y.—To 
Include: Districts Nos. 1. 2. 3. 4, 5. and 24. 

Region No. 2. 411 Federal Annex. Atlanta, 
Os. — To include: Districts Nos. 6. 7. 8. 9, 10. 
and 22. 

Rcgton No. 3, 323-A Customhouse. 8*n 
Francisco 26. Calif. —TO Include: District 
Nos. II. 12. and 15. 

Region No. 4.802 Federal Office Bldg.. Seat¬ 
tle 4. Washington — To Include: Districts Nos. 
13 and 14. 

Region No. 5. P. O. Box 1142. LanlkaU 
Oahu. T. H. — To Include: District No. 21. 

Region No. 6. P. O. Box 644. (Room 52 
U. S P. O. and Courthouse). Anchorage 
Alaska — To Include: District No. 23 

Region No. 7. 832 U. S. Courthouse, Chicago 
4. 111.—TO Include: Districts Nos. 18. 17, and 
18. 

Region No. 8. 1029 New Federal Building. 
Detroit 26. Mich.—To Include: Districts Nos. 
19 and 20. 

5. Amend Part 12. Appendix 1. by de¬ 
leting under "Radio Districts" all refer¬ 
ences to New Mexico opposite Radio 
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District No. 10 (Dallas, Texas* and add¬ 
ins “New Mexico all counties** opposite 
Rf*dio District No. 16 (Denver, Colorado). 

|P. R. Doc. 64-1710: Filed, Mar. 0. 1064; 
8:64 a. m ] 


Part 8 —Stations on Shipboard in the 
Maritime Service 

POSTPONEMENT OF EFFECTIVE DATE OF 
AVAILABILITY Or FREQUENCY 

In the matter of amendment of S 8.351 
(a i of the Commission's rules postponing 
the effective date of the availability of 
the frequency 2830 kc to the Maritime 
Mobile Radio Telephone Service. 

At a meeting of the Federal Com muni - 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington. D. C., on the 3d day of 
March 1954; 

The Commission, having before It a 
petition filed February 18. 1954 by Aero¬ 


nautical Radio. Inc., requesting that the 
Commission postpone the availability on 
March 15, 1954 of the frequency 2830 kc 
in the maritime mobile service because 
of the possibility, based upon their ex¬ 
perience with the use of 2738 kc by ship 
radiotelephone stations, that second 
harmonic radiations from ship trans¬ 
mitters operating on 2830 kc will result in 
Interference to operations on the aero¬ 
nautical mobile frequency 5656.5 kc; 

It appearing, that the said petition 
raises serious questions which can not be 
resolved prior to March 15,1954; and 
It further appearing, that in view of 
the foregoing the public interest would 
be served by postponing the March 15. 
1954 effccUvc date for the availability of 
2820 kc and although the Commission 
will give the highest priority to the reso¬ 
lution of the questions raised, it is not 
feasible at this time to name a date cer¬ 
tain for said availability; and 
It further appearing, that notice of 
proposed rule making as required by sec¬ 


tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act is impractical because of the time 
element involved; 

It is ordered , That pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of sections 4 (i) and 303 <f) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 18.351 (a) of the Commis¬ 
sion's rule is amended, effective immedi¬ 
ately, by adding footnote designator 8 
following the frequency 2830 listed 
therein, said footnote to read as follows: 

'Not available until a date to be deter¬ 
mined. 

(Sec. 4. 48 8tat 1066, as amended: 47 U. 8. C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 BUiU 
1082. as amended, 47 U. 8. C. 303) * 

Released: March 4. 1954 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal! Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

|F. R. Doc. 64-1711; Filed, Mar. 9. 1954; 
8: 54 a, m | 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
l 7 CFR Part 24 ] 

U. S. Standards for Grades of Butter 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

Correction 

hi Federal Register Document 54-1656, 
appearing at page 1323 of the issue for 
Tuesday, March 9. 1954, the following 
changes .should be made: 

1. In the table in l 24.4 the footnote 
reference “2** following the item 
“Woody" should be deleted. 

2. In the second sentence of subpara- 
mph (2) of § 24.7 (a) the word "food** 
should read "feed**. 


[ 7 CFR Port 995 1 

IDocRet No. AO-197-A2] 

Handling of Milk in Lima, Ohio, 
Marketing Area 

kotice of recommended decision and op- 

| “RTUNITY TO FILE WRITTEN EXCEPTIONS 
RESPECT TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 
TO TENTATIVE MARKETING AGREEMENT AND 
10 ORDER. AS AMENDED 

March 5. 1954. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
Marketing Agreement Act of 
193<, as amended (7 U. R C. 601 ct seq.), 
ar;«. the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, as amended, governing the 
formulation °* marketing agreements 
and marketing orders <7 CFR Part 900), 
tT t? Is hcreb 7 Riven of the filing with 
he Hearing Clerk of the recommended 
of the Deputy Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service. United 
uu's Department of Agriculture, with 
^ « Proposed marketing agree- 
m 110(1 8 proposed order, amending 


the order, as amended, regulating the 
handling of milk in the Lima. Ohio, 
marketing area. Interested parties may 
file written exceptions to this decision 
with the Hearing Clerk. United States 
Department of Agriculture. Washington 
25, D. C.. not later than the close of 
business the 15th day after publication 
of this decision in the Federal Register. 
Exceptions should be filed In quadru¬ 
plicate. 

Preliminary statement. The hearing, 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments, as hereinafter set forth, 
to the tentative marketing agreement 
and to the order, as amended, were for¬ 
mulated. was conducted at Lima. Ohio, 
on August 17-19. 1953, pursuant to no¬ 
tice thereof which was issued on July 
23. 1953 <18 F. R. 44071. 

The material Issues of record were 
concerned with the following: 

(1) Extending the marketing area to 
include all of Allen County, instead of 
only the city of Lima, and to include 
Hancock County, and the city of Find¬ 
lay. its principal center of population; 

(2) Modifying the definition of a pro¬ 
ducer-handler; 

(3) Including a cheese pricing formula 
as one of the basic formula prices; 

(4) Increasing the Class I differen¬ 
tials; 

(5) Modifying the provisions appli¬ 
cable to milk received from sources other 
than producers; 

(6) Reclassifying and raising the price 
of milk used in ice cream and cottage 
cheese; 

(7) Stating class prices in terms of an 
amount per hundredweight of milk of a 
basic butterfat content, instead of quot¬ 
ing separate prices for the butterfat and 
skim milk components; 

(8) Modifying the pooling provisions 
to provide for an adjustment of prices 
paid to producers that would be based 
upon the respective utilization of milk 


in the Lima and the Findlay portions of 
the marketing area; 

(9) Adopting o modified form of the 
base-rating plan for encouraging a more 
uniform seasonal pattern of production; 

(10) Modifying the determination of 
the rate of partial payments to produc¬ 
ers for milk delivered during the first 15 
days of the month; and 

(11) Modifying the provision relating 
to payments to cooperative associations 
for services performed on behalf of pro¬ 
ducer-members. 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
issues decided herein are hereby made 
upon the basis of the record of the 
hearing: 

(1) Marketing area. The marketing 
area should be expanded by including 
the city of Findlay. Ohio. However, the 
territory In Allen County which is out¬ 
side of the corporate limits of Lima and 
that in Hancock County which is out¬ 
side of the corporate limits of Findlay 
should not be Included. 

Findlay Is located 32 miles northeast 
of Lima. The city had a 1950 population 
of 24.000. as compared with a population 
in Lima of 50.000. The need for extend¬ 
ing Federal regulation to Findlay arises 
primarily from pricing problems. Han¬ 
dlers in Findlay pay for milk purchased 
from producers at a flat price rather 
than at prices determined in accordance 
with the classified use of milk. 

Under this method of pricing pro¬ 
ducers are unable to ascertain the quan¬ 
tities of milk used by the handlers for 
fluid milk purposes or the quantities of 
daily and seasonal excess which must 
be converted into manufactured dairy 
products. In the absence of this infor¬ 
mation they cannot determine the ap¬ 
propriate level of price for the milk they 
sell to handlers. Under a classified 
price plan all handlers are charged the 
same Class I price for all milk utilized 
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in bottled form, such price being higher 
than prices paid for milk for manufac¬ 
ture by an amount sufficient to com¬ 
pensate producers for the added costs 
involved in meeting the higher sanitary 
standards, providing a year-around sup¬ 
ply. and transporting the milk for the 
longer distances which usually char¬ 
acterize a city milk suply. Class IT milk, 
not needed for fluid purposes, is priced 
at the manufacturing level. 

The absence of a classified price plan 
also results in differences in the cost of 
milk for each use as between handlers 
in the Findlay area. If. for example, all 
handlers paid the same flat price to 
producers, a handler who sold a larger 
than average proportion of his milk in 
bottled form would have a competitive 
advantage in the sale of his product over 
the other handlers. However, the Find¬ 
lay handlers have not paid the same flat 
prices in recent months. Without con¬ 
sulting the officials of the producers’ 
association one of the major handlers 
in Findlay has paid an average of the 
blend prices under the Toledo and Lima 
orders, whereas the other also averages 
in the minimum order price payable to 
producers at the Cleveland pool plant 
located in Findlay. 

The difference in handlers’ costs is an 
obvious problem in the areas where han¬ 
dlers under the Lima order are directly 
competitive with Findlay handlers. The 
Lima handlers, of course, purchase their 
milk under a classified price plan and 
are obligated to pay the full Class I price 
on all sales of fluid milk. 

These variations in price plans and in 
net prices paid to producers as between 
the Findlay handlers themselves and as 
between the Findlay and Lima handlers 
have created dissatisfaction among pro¬ 
ducers and have further implications. 
A condition of unequal costs among the 
handlers, in accordance with use. muy 
cause them to attempt to economize by 
reducing prices to producers. This in 
turn would tend to stimulate successive 
price reductions by competitors. This 
development is contrary to the Interests 
of producers and over a period of time 
may Jeopardize an adequate supply of 
milk. 

Extending the order to the Findlay 
handlers will price milk to each handler 
strictly in accordance with the use each 
individual handler makes of the milk. 
Such utilization will be subject to audit 
by the market administrator. Under an 
order the butterfat tests and weight of 
producer milk delivered by any shippers 
who are not members of a cooperative 
association already furnishing such serv¬ 
ice will be checked by the market ad¬ 
ministrator. Also publication of com¬ 
plete data on supplies and utilization w'ill 
promote stability in the market through 
the availability of accurate information 
to all interested parties and to the public 
at large. 

The need for an order in Findlay could 
conceivably be met either by establishing 
a separate order for that territory or by 
combining it with Lima. Despite the 
distance between the two cities, milk 
marketing conditions are sufficiently in¬ 
terrelated to make it desirable to com¬ 
bine them in a single marketing area. 


The supply interrelationships are close 
in several respects. The Lima and Find¬ 
lay miiksheds are virtually co-extensive; 
only a comparatively small portion of the 
Findlay supply area, to the east of Find¬ 
lay and in Seneca County Ls outside of 
the procurement area of Lima. Another 
common element of supply is that a large 
proportion of the producers supplying 
milk to each market are members of the 
Northwestern Cooperative Sales Associa¬ 
tion. A third similarity is that the sup¬ 
ply area for the Toledo, Oliio market 
overlaps the northern portions of both 
the Findlay and Lima miiksheds. and the 
bulk of the Toledo shippers arc also 
members of the Northwestern Coopera¬ 
tive Sales Association. Finally, both the 
Uma and Findlay miiksheds are Integral 
parts of the Cleveland milkshed. Cleve¬ 
land draws its supplies from the entire 
northern portion of Ohio, the northeast 
portion of Indiana, and southeastern 
Michigan. The Belle-Vemon Milk Com¬ 
pany of Cleveland operates supply plants 
both in Lima and In Findlay. A portion 
of the milk is bottled and distributed 
locally from the Lima plant though that 
at Findlay is strictly a supply plant for 
Cleveland and no sales are made locally. 
Producers shipping to these Cleveland 
plants in Lima and Findlay are. of 
course. Interspersed among producers 
shipping to the local handlers in Lima 
and Findlay and in each case the number 
of Cleveland shippers is a substantial 
proDortlon of the total shippers. 

There is also considerable competition 
between Lima and Findlay distributors. 
One of the major Lima handlers dis¬ 
tributes milk in and around Findlay. 
Handlers from both markets compete ex¬ 
tensively with each other in territories 
outside of the two cities and one handler 
from each market competes with the 
other in sales territory extending over 
much of northwestern Ohio. 

The health regulations applicable to 
milk sold in both Lima and Findlay are 
substantially equal. Both ordinances are 
patterned after the United States Public 
Health Service’s model for Orade A milk. 
A demonstration of the similarity is the 
fact, previously mentioned, that a Lima 
handler distributes milk in Findlay. It 
follows that, insofar as health depart¬ 
ment regulations and procedures are 
concerned, the two cities may properly 
be considered as a single marketing area. 

In June. 1952 producers and handlers 
in Lima supported the inclusion of all of 
Allen County in the marketing area. All 
milk sold in the County for Class I pur¬ 
poses would be subject to the order. In 
the current proceeding, the Lima han¬ 
dlers incorporated their previous testi¬ 
mony to support the inclusion of Allen 
County at the present time. However, it 
is clear from evidence at the hearing that 
a Orade A milk ordinance is still not in 
effect In Allen County except in the City 
of Lima. Until the health requirements 
applicable to the milk sold in Allen 
County are substantially as high as those 
applicable to milk sold within Lima, the 
pricing provisions of the order arc not 
applicable. 

Much the same situation prevails In 
Hancock County in regard to health 
regulations. There is no effective Grade 


A ordinance in Hancock County outside 
the city of Findlay and the price struc¬ 
ture which is suitable for encouragin : a 
supply of Grade A milk is not applicable 
to the production of non Grade A milk. 
The territory outside of Findlay should 
not. therefore, be included in the market¬ 
ing area. 

t2> Producer-handler. Handlers pro¬ 
posed that the definition of produce r- 
handler be limited to a handler who 
obtained his entire supply from his own 
production. 

The order now provides only that a 
producer-handler not receive any milk 
from other producers. He Is permitted, 
however, to purchase supplemental sup¬ 
plies of milk either from regulated han¬ 
dlers or from plants which arc not regu¬ 
lated under the order. 

It was maintained that tills provision 
would allow a producer-handler to pur¬ 
chase non Grade A milk from manu¬ 
facturing plants at lower prices than 
handlers are required to pay for Grade A 
milk for Class I purposes, thereby allow¬ 
ing the producer-handler a competitive 
advantage. However, the health tcru- 
latlons requiring that only Grade A milk 
be sold in the marketing area are as fully 
applicable to that sold by handlers quali¬ 
fying under the order as producer -han¬ 
dlers as to other handlers. It is con¬ 
cluded that no change should be made 
in the definition of a producer-handler. 

(3) Basic formula price. Considerable 
attention was given at the hearing to a 
proposal by producers that a basic for¬ 
mula price representing the value of milk 
used for cheese making be Included as 
one of the basic formula prices. How¬ 
ever. in view of the recommended adop¬ 
tion of the Cleveland Class I price less a 
location differential, there is no need for 
separate basic formula price computa¬ 
tions for the Lima marketing area and 
they should be deleted. 

(4) Class / price . The Class I price 
should be equal to the Class I price under 
Order No. 75 regulating the handling of 
milk in the Cleveland. Ohio, marketing 
area, less the average of the location ad¬ 
justments to handlers applicable at Liuu 


and Findlay. Ohio. 

Milk marketing conditions In Lima 
and Findlay are closely related to those 
prevailing In the Cleveland market. 
Several elements which these markets 
have in common w r cre described in the 
preceding section on marketing area. 

Supply conditions in Lima and Findlay 
are particularly closely related to those 
in Cleveland. The volume of milk re¬ 
ceived at the Cleveland pool plant in 
Lima is three-fourths as large as that 
received at the local distributing 
in Lima. In Findlay the volume received 
at the Cleveland pool plant is as 
as the total locally used supply. The 
producers delivering to the Cleveland 
pool plants are. of course, interspersed 
with those delivering to the local han¬ 
dlers. In addition the Cleveland muic- 
shed completely envelops the Lima ana 
Findlay supply area. . 

Distribution of milk In Lima and 
lay is also in direct competition with 
Cleveland. The operator of the Cleve¬ 
land pool plant in Lima also distribute! 
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plant. In direct competition with the 
other Lima handlers. One other Cleve¬ 
land handler also distributes milk in 
Lama and in other territory in north - 
western Ohio in direct competition with 
Lima handlers. This milk is processed 
and delivered from the handler s tHant 
located in the city of Cleveland. The 
extent of competition between the Lima 
and Findlay handlers has already been 
d<.scribed. 

The Class I location differential under 
the Cleveland order is 22 cents at Find¬ 
lay and 28 cents at Lima. Such differen¬ 
tial applies to milk shipped Into Cleve¬ 
land from supply plants In Lima and 
Findlay and also applies to the local 
Class I sales of milk by the Cleveland 
pool plant located in Lima. The same 
differentials apply to payments to pro¬ 
ducers at the Cleveland pool plants. It 
is. therefore, appropriate that the aver¬ 
se of these differentials be applied to 
milk which is utilized locally for Class I 
purposes. By adopting the Cleveland 
Class I price less the location differential 
as the local price, the local handlers will 
be on a uniform competitive basis with 
each other and on a substantially uni¬ 
form basis with the Cleveland handler 
whose plant is located in Lima. Blend 
prices payable to producers will not nec¬ 
essarily be uniform as between the Cleve¬ 
land and local shippers; rather the blend 
prices will reflect any differences which 
may prevail between the local markets 
and Cleveland in the level of Class II and 
Class m prices and in the proportion of 
milk which is utilized for Class I pur¬ 
pose. 

'Hie stated Class I differentials in 
Cleveland, less a location adjustment of 
25 cents are at ah annual average of 
$131 per hundredweight The annual 
average Class I differential under the 
present order In Lima Is $1,225. How¬ 
ever. the Cleveland differential is subject 
to a supply-demand adjustment Sup¬ 
plies in the Cleveland market had been 
larger than normal In relation to sales 
in each month from March 1952 to the 
date of the heating and would have re¬ 
butted In negative supply-demand ad¬ 
justments throughout the period of a 
magnitude which would have more than 
ofl.set the 8^4 cent difference. 

In any event the change in pricing Is 
not designed either to raise or lower 
Price levels but rather to integrate pric¬ 
ing in Lima and Findlay with that pre- 

iling in Cleveland. 

Cleveland pricing will provide greater 
seasonal variation. The recommended 
Cl,455 I price differentials, exclusive of 
the operation of the supply-demand nd- 
ju,iment, will be 75 cents in April. May 
and June. $1.20 in February, March, and 
July, and $1,65 in August through Janu¬ 
ary compared with prices of 85 cents. 

15. and $1.45 in corresponding months 
under the present Lima order. 

A single Class I price should be ap¬ 
plied in Lima and Findlay In lieu of a 

-cent difference in prices proposed by 
Producers, The Lima and Findlay han¬ 
dlers arc so directly competitive that no 
, ^ * price differential between them 
justified. 

Other source milk. In the Lima 
marketing area there are several sources 
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of milk received by handlers other than 
the regular shippers which are defined 
as •‘producers*’ under the order. Sub¬ 
stantial quantities of other source milk 
come from other Federally regulated 
marketing areas. As previously men¬ 
tioned. milk is distributed in the Lima 
area from the Cleveland pool plant lo¬ 
cated in that city. Another example 
consists of the distribution of milk in 
Lima by a Cleveland handler who sup¬ 
plies such milk from his Cleveland plant. 
Also, it was testified at the hearing that 
sizeable quantities of milk In two-quart 
containers of milk packaged in Toledo 
arc sold by a Findlay handler. Such 
milk will have been already classified and 
priced under the other order and poses 
no significant problem under this order. 
The adoption of Cleveland pricing in 
Lima removes any possibility of difference 
between the Cleveland and Lima orders. 
In the case of Toledo, the order provides 
that any milk sold in another federally 
regulated marketing area, such as Lima, 
shall be priced at the other Federal order 
price in the event such price is in excess 
of the prices provided under the Toledo 
order. 

Other source milk may. of course, be 
received from sources which are not 
under Federal regulation. Handlers in 
both Lima and Findlay purchase manu¬ 
facturing grades of milk and cream for 
ice cream and other Class II uses. Such 
purchases do not. however, constitute 
any problem in the actual or potential 
displacement of Class I sales of producer 
milk since such milk is not eligible for 
sale as bottled milk. The principal cate¬ 
gory of other source milk which is pur¬ 
chased by handlers for Class I purposes 
consists of milk packaged in two-quart 
containers. Handlers who do not have 
two-quart bottling facilities in their 
Lima and Findlay plants obtain such 
milk from sources which do not qualify 
as fluid milk plants under the Lima 
order. The order presently provides 
that such other source milk be allocated 
to each handler's Class II utilization, 
thereby giving producer milk the priority 
on Class I utilization. It follows that 
so long as each handler's Class II uti¬ 
lization exceeds the quantities of milk 
in two-quart containers sold as Class I 
in the marketing area, the other source 
milk will not displace producer milk in 
Class L Any supplemental milk which 
might be purchased by a handler In bulk 
form is subject to the same allocation 
provisions. These allocation provisions 
of the order appear to have been ade¬ 
quate to prevent milk from unregulated 
sources from being assigned to Class 1 to 
displace producer milk. The local han¬ 
dlers have maintained adequate supplies 
of milk from the regularly inspected 
producers. It appears from the record 
that a similar situation exists in Findlay. 

(6) C/ass // price. Producers origi¬ 
nally proposed that butterfat and skim 
milk used in the manufacture of ice 
cream and cottage cheese be classified 
separately and priced on the basis of 
market prices for butter and non-fat dry 
milk solids. At the hearing this proposal 
was modified to leave the classification 
system unchanged but raise the price 
of all Class n milk by 10 cents per hun¬ 
dredweight in the months of August 
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through March. The Class II price Is 
determined by averaging the prices paid 
for milk of 3.5 percent butterfat content 
at five local milk manufacturing plants. 

The recommended increase in prices 
was based mainly on a contention that 
premiums in excess of the stated prices 
are commonly paid to shippers at the 
local manufacturing plants. However, 
actual data with respect to such pre¬ 
miums were too few to be representative 
of the entire group of plants and did 
not cover a sufficient period of time to 
permit an analysis of the conditions un¬ 
der which premiums are most likely to 
prevail. 

The point was also made that most 
Class II milk in the Lima market is uti¬ 
lized in the manufacture of ice 
cream and cottage cheese and that skim 
milk and cream so utilized commands 
a higher price than milk for general 
manufacturing purposes. Data were 
presented to show that cottage cheese 
and ice cream are not always the prin¬ 
cipal outlet for Class II milk. In all 
of the first 7 months of 1953 the quan¬ 
tities of producer skim milk classified 
as Class H were substantially In excess 
of the total quantities of skim milk uti¬ 
lized by the regulated handlers for Ice 
cream and cottage cheese. Producer 
butterfat was also in excess of the quan¬ 
tities used in these two products during 
the period January through April but 
not in the months of May. June, and 
July. A review of similar data for the 
41-month period from the inception of 
the order in August 1949 through De¬ 
cember 1952 shows that producer skim 
milk was in excess of ice cream and cot¬ 
tage cheese requirements only during 
six months and that butterfat was in 
excess only within 14 months. However, 
it is problematical whether the quanti¬ 
ties of producer milk classified as Class 
II will again decline to the point where 
the skim milk and butterfat can be 
utilized principally in ice cream and 
cottage cheese. 

It is concluded that the Class II price 
should not be changed. 

<7> Method of statino class prices. A 
proposal to state class prices in terms of 
a hundredweight of milk of basic butter¬ 
fat content, with differentials for each 
one-tenth of a percent that actual but¬ 
terfat test varied from the base test was 
included In the hearing notice. The 
order now provides that class prices be 
announced per hundred pounds of the 
butterfat and skim milk components. 
However, no evidence was offered in 
support of the proposal. 

(8) Pooling. The order should be 
amended to provide for the distribution 
of returns to producers on the basis of 
individual-handler pools instead of a 
marketwide poo). 

The producers originally proposed that 
handlers be identified with either the 
Findlay or Lima portion of the marketing 
area and that payments to producers be 
adjusted in accordance with the average 
utilization of the group of handlers to 
whom they ship. The proposal was 
based upon partial data indicating that 
the handlers in Findlay have a higher 
proportion of Class I sales than those in 

Urna , 
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However, the possibility of achieving 
essentially the same result by individual- 
handler pooling throughout the extended 
marketing area was also discussed at the 
hearing and strongly endorsed by pro¬ 
ducers. They cited their satisfactory 
experience with individual-handler pool¬ 
ing under the Toledo order and their 
original support for the same type of 
pooling at the promulgation hearing in 
Lima as grounds for such endorsement. 

Under this method of distributing re¬ 
turns to producers each handler’s obliga¬ 
tions are the same as under a market- 
wide pool. Each handler pays for milk 
at Class prices in accordance with the 
quantities utilized in each Class. How¬ 
ever. the producers supplying each han¬ 
dler ore paid the blend price resulting 
from that handler's utilization instead of 
being paid the blend price equal to the 
average utilization of all handlers in the 
market. 

Handlers In the Findlay portion of the 
marketing area, not heretofore subject to 
an order, have been purchasing milk un¬ 
der procedures more nearly analogous to 
individual-handler than to marketwide 
pooling to the extent that they have had 
to compete directly with each other in 
the purchase of milk without sharing 
any differences in utilization through the 
mechanism of a marketwide pool and 
equalization fund. It was testified that 
in Lima none of the handlers have made 
such substantial changes in their opera¬ 
tions under a market wide pool as to 
create undue difficulty in adjusting their 
purchasing of milk from producers to a 
system of individual-handler pooling. 

<9> Seasonal variation in production. 
Producers proposed that a modified form 
of the base-rating plan be adopted to en¬ 
courage more even production through¬ 
out all seasons of the year. It would 
apply only during May and June of each 
year. In these months a producer who 
delivered more than twice as much milk 
per day as during the preceding October, 
November, and December would be paid 
for such excess at the Class II price. In 
successive years the excess production in 
May and June would be computed at 180 
percent. 160 percent, and 140 percent of 
production in the previous fall. 

The order now relies upon seasonal 
variation in the stated Class I price dif¬ 
ferential and basic formula prices to 
encourage level production. The stated 
Class I differential ranges from 85 cents 
In 3 spring months to $1.45 in 6 late 
summer and fall months. Adoption of 
Cleveland pricing for Lima would pro¬ 
vide a greater seasonal variation, namely 
from 75 cents to $1.65. 

Where primary reliance is placed on a 
base-rating plan, there is usually no sea¬ 
sonal variation in the Class I differen¬ 
tial. Any lower price in the spring 
months, when the base plan is designed 
to exert its greatest efTect, would reduce 
the difference between the base and ex¬ 
cess prices, thereby reducing the price 
reward Tor the producer who achieved a 
high base the previous fall, while corre¬ 
spondingly reducing the price penalty 
on the uneven, low-base producer. An¬ 
other shortcoming of the proposal is that 
no rules are provided for producers who 
failed to deliver throughout the October- 
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December period, for producers who 
Joined the market in the spring, or for 
changes in partnership status. 

It is concluded that the base-rating 
proposal should not be adopted. 

(10) Partial payments. The order 
now provides that each handler shall pay 
producers for milk received during the 
first 15 days of the delivery month at a 
rate equal to the uniform price during 
the preceding month. This payment is 
designed to serve as an advance to pro¬ 
ducers. the final payment for the deliv¬ 
eries during the entire month being 
made on or before the 18th of the fol¬ 
lowing month. 

The rate at w'hich advance payments 
are computed under the order has 
occasionally caused difficulty. These 
problems are particularly likely to arise 
during the spring months when Class I 
prices decline seasonally. In such cir¬ 
cumstances a partial payment based 
upon the previous month's prices ac¬ 
counts for considerably more than half 
of the total amount due for the month. 
In occasional instances. w*hen a pro¬ 
ducer's deliveries during the second half 
of the month are substantially less than 
deliveries during the first 15 days, a pro¬ 
ducer may actually receive a greater par¬ 
tial payment than the total amount due 
him for the entire month. 

The partial payments should be so 
computed as to make them more ac¬ 
curately reflect prices during the de¬ 
livery month. Producers proposed that 
the rate of partial payment be 75 cents 
less than the proceeding month's uni¬ 
form price. Tills rate would be further 
subject to adjustment by any changes 
In the Class I price differential. For ex¬ 
ample. the stated Class I differential 
herein recommended for April is 45 cents 
less than that prevailing during March. 
Exclusive of any possible effects of the 
supply-demand adjustment, therefore, 
the rate of advance payment in April 
would be $1.20 ($0.75 and $0.45) per 
hundredweight below the uniform price 
for March. It was further proposed that 
the rate be rounded off to the nearest 10 
cents in order to facilitate computations. 

It is concluded that the above tech¬ 
nique will provide an equitable rate of 
partial payments and should be adopted. 

(11) Cooperative associations . The 
order now provides that under certain 
circumstances handlers shall make such 
deductions from the payments due to 
producer-members of a cooperative as¬ 
sociation "as may be authorized by the 
membership agreement or contract be¬ 
tween such cooperative association and 
such producers" and pay the funds so 
deducted to the cooperative association. 
An association must fulfill the several 
requirements contained in the defini¬ 
tion of a cooperative association under 
the order and. for this particular pur¬ 
pose. must also provide for its members 
certain minimum marketing services as 
determined by the market administra¬ 
tor. However, the deductions here in¬ 
volved are the deductioas Incidental to 
membership status. Hence they are 
usually of a sufficient amount to support 
all the activities of the association and 
are not limited to those necessary to the 
performance of the more limited mar¬ 
keting service functions performed by 


the market administrator for non¬ 
member producers. In cases where the 
membership contract or agreement or 
other conditions of membership provides 
for deductions, the deductions authorized 
in accordance therewith have been con¬ 
sidered by the Secretary as having been 
appropriately authorized by the individ¬ 
ual producers. 

It was proposed by the producers' as¬ 
sociation that the order language be 
changed by deleting the phrase "as mjiy 
be authorized by the membership agree¬ 
ment or contract between such coopera¬ 
tive association and such producers'* and 
substituting therefor the phrase "as may 
be properly authorized by such coopera¬ 
tive association". It was testified that 
handlers under the Toledo. Ohio milk 
marketing order had questioned whether 
the membership contract between this 
same association and the producer mem¬ 
bers was sufficient authorization by the 
producers for such deductions to be made 
under that order. It was further testi¬ 
fied that all Lima handlers are maktn? 
deductions at the rate specified by the 
association and remitting such deduc¬ 
tions to the association. 

Within the limitations. If any. of the 
state statute under which a cooperative 
association Is organized, producers are at 
liberty to determine for themselvr 
through the adoption of by-laws and 
their amendment from time to time or 
through the provisions of a membership 
contract, or both, what contributions are 
to be made by members to support their 
organization and how such amounts may 
be changed. By accepting membership, 
new members accept previously estab¬ 
lished requirements and these new r mem¬ 
bers also become participants in the 
making of subsequent changes. Should 
directors or officers exceed their author¬ 
ity under such instruments of organiza¬ 
tion. an adequate remedy lies within the 
organization itself rather than with a 
third party. On the other hand, the 
authority to require handlers to make 
such deductions and pay them over to 
the association resides in the act and not 
in the contracts or arrangements be¬ 
tween the cooperative and its member 
producer. 

There is one potential problem which 
was not specifically dealt with in the 
producers' proposal. This relates to pas¬ 
sible errors in the list of producer-mem¬ 
ber names submitted to the handler If. 
as a result of change in status, lack of 
sufficient identification, or otherwise, a 
handler pays to the association a deduc¬ 
tion subsequently found to be owing to 
a non-member producer, the association 
should reimburse the handler the amount 
erroneously paid to ft 

It is concluded that the order should 
be revised to specify that action taken 
by cooperative association, in accordance 
with stated conditions, constitutes ap¬ 
propriate authorization for deductions 
on behalf of its producer-members. 

General findings. <a> The proposed 
marketing agreement and the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended and all of 
the terms and conditions thereof will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy ui 
the act: 

<b> The parity prices of milk as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the act are 
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not reasonable In view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply of and demand for milk 
in the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order as hereby 
proposed to be amended are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
jure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public in- 
tcrest; and 

<c) The proposed order as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended will regulate the 
handling of milk in the same manner as. 
and will be applicable only to persons in 
the respective classes of Industrial and 
commercial activity specified in a 
marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions . Briefs were filed on behalf of 
producers and certain handlers. The 
briefs contained proposed findings of 
fact, conclusions and argument with re¬ 
spect to the proposals discussed at the 
hearing. Every point covered in the 
briefs was carefully considered along 
with the evidence in the record in mak¬ 
ing the findings and reaching the con¬ 
clusions hereinbefore set forth. To the 
extent that such suggested findings and 
conclusions contained in the briefs are 
inconsistent with the findings and con¬ 
clusions contained herein the request to 
make such findings or to reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied on the basis of the 
facts found and stated in connection with 
the conclusions in this decision. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and amendments to the order. The fol¬ 
lowing amendments to the order, as 
n mended, are recommended as the de¬ 
tailed and appropriate means by which 
the foregoing conclusions may be car¬ 
ried out. The recommended marketing 
agreement is not included in this decision 
because the regulatory provisions there¬ 
of would be identical with those con¬ 
tained in the order, as amended, and as 
hereby proposed to be further amended. 

1. Change 5 995.5 to read as follows: 

1 995.5 Lima , Ohio . marketing area. 
v Lima, Ohio, marketing area'* called the 
“marketing area" in this subpart means 
the territory within the corporate limits 
of Lima, In the County of Allen, and of 
Findlay, in the County of Hancock, both 
in the State of Ohio. 

2 In $ 995.6 delete the phrase "Lima, 
Ohio, Board of Health" and substitute 
therefor the phrase "Board of Health of 
Lima or of Findlay. Ohio.”. 

3. In 5 995.22 paragraph <f>. delete 
“5 995 73". 

L In { 995.45 Insert after the phrase 
m producer milk" the phrase "received 
by each handler". 

5 Delete $ 995.50. 

6. Change I 995.51 to read as follow’s: 

5 995-51 Class / price . The minimum 
Prices per hundredweight to be paid by 
fcach handler for skim milk and buttorfat 
in producer milk received at his fluid 
m } iik Plant during the month, which is 
classified as Class I milk, shall be deter- 
f *inod by the market administrator as 
follows: 


(a) Ascertain the Class I minimum 
price for milk of 3,5 percent butterfat 
content for the month as determined 
pursuant to the order, as amended, regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk In the Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio marketing area (Order No. 
75) and as adjusted by the average of 
the location adjustment rates on Class 
I milk which would be applicable pur¬ 
suant to Order No. 75 at pool plants 
located at Lima and at Findlay. 

(b> Divide the amount determined in 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph by 
the sum of the amounts determined pur¬ 
suant to subparagraphs (1) and (2) of 
this paragraph, and multiply by 100. 

(1) From the simple average of the 
dally wholesale selling prices (using the 
midpoint of any price range as one price) 
of Grade A (92-score) bulk creamery 
butter per pound at Chicago as reported 
by the U. 6. D. A. during the month, sub¬ 
tract 3 cents, add 20 percent of the re¬ 
sulting amount, and then multiply by 3.6. 

(2) From the simple average of the 
weighted averages of carlot prices per 
pound of spray and roller process non¬ 
fat dry milk solids in barrels for human 
consumption f. o. b. manufacturing 
plants in the Chicago area as published 
for each month by the U. 8. D. A. deduct 
5.5 cents, and multiply the result by 8.2. 

(c) Multiply the price determined in 
paragraph (a) of this section by the per¬ 
cent determined in paragraph (b) of this 
section and then divide by 0.035. The 
resulting amount shall be the Class I 
butterfat price per hundredweight. 

<d> From the price determined in 
paragraph (a) of this section subtract 
the amount computed in paragraph (c) 
of this section times 0.035, and divide the 
remainder by 0 965. The resulting 
amount shall be the Class I skim milk 
price per hundredweight. 

7. Change the heading "Determination 
of Uniform Price" and 55 995.60, 995.61, 
and 995.62 to read as follows: 

handler's obligation and uniform price 

5 995.60 Value of producer milk . The 
value of producer milk received by each 
handler during the month shall be the 
sum of money computed by the market 
administrator by multiplying the hun¬ 
dredweight of skim milk and butterfat in 
each class by the applicable class prices 
and adding together the resulting 
amounts, and adding or subtracting, as 
the case may be, the amount necessary 
to correct errors in classification for 
previous months as disclosed by audit of 
the market administrator: Provided , 
That, if a handler after the subtraction 
of other source milk and receipts from 
other handlers, has disposed of skim milk 
or butterfat in excess of the skim milk 
or butterfat which on the basis of his 
reports for the month, pursuant to 
§ 995 30, has been credited to his pro¬ 
ducers as having been received from 
them, there shall be added to the value 
of his producer milk a further amount 
computed by multiplying the pounds in 
each class as subtracted pursuant to 
55 995.45 (d) and 995.46 by the appli¬ 
cable class price. 

5 995.61 Computation of uniform 
price. For each month the market ad¬ 


ministrator shall compute for each han¬ 
dler a "uniform price" per hundred¬ 
weight of producer milk received by such 
handler by: 

(a) Subtracting from the value of milk 
computed for such handler pursuant to 
5 995.60, If the weighted average butter¬ 
fat test of all producer milk represented 
by such value is greater than 3.5 percent 
or adding, if the weighted average but¬ 
terfat test of such milk is less than 3.5 
percent, an amount computed by multi¬ 
plying the total pounds of butterfat rep¬ 
resented by the difference of such 
weighted average butterfat test from 3.5 
percent, by the butterfat differential 
computed pursuant to 5 995.75 multiplied 
by 10; 

(b) Adding or subtracting, as the case 
may be. the amount necessary to correct 
errors in classification for previous 
months as disclosed by audit of the mar¬ 
ket administrator: 

<c> Adjusting the resulting amount 
by the sum of money used in adjusting 
the uniform price, pursuant to para¬ 
graph (e) of this section for the previous 
month to the nearest cent: 

<d) Dividing the result by the total 
hundredweight of producer milk repre¬ 
sented by the amounts computed pur¬ 
suant to 5 995.60; and, 

(e) Adjusting the resulting figure to 
the nearest cent. 

5 995.62 Notification. On or before 
the 12th day after the end of each 
month, the market administrator shall 
mail to each handler, at his last known 
address, a statement showing for such 
month: 

(a) The amount and value of his pro¬ 
ducer milk In each class; 

(b) The uniform price for such han¬ 
dler computed pursuant to 5 995.61, and 
the butterfat differential computed pur¬ 
suant to | 995.75: and, 

<c) The amounts to be paid by such 
handler pursuant to 55 995.76 and 995.77. 

8. In f 995.70 Insert after the phrase 
"not less than the uniform price" tho 
phrase "for such handler". 

9. Amend 5 995.71 to read as follows: 

5 995.71 Partial payments . On or 
before the last day of each month each 
handler shall pay to each producer, or 
to a cooperative association authorized 
to collect payment, for the milk received 
from such producer or caused to be de¬ 
livered to such handler by such cooper¬ 
ative association during the first fifteen 
days of each month at a rate computed 
as follows: 

(a) Deduct 75 cents from the uniform 
price for such handler for the preceding 
month. 

(b) Add or subtract any amount by 
which the Class I price differential for 
the current month is greater than or less 
than, respectively, the differential for the 
preceding month. 

(c) Round off the result to the nearest 
multiple of 10 cents. 

Provided , That in the event any pro¬ 
ducer discontinues shipping to such 
handler during any month, such partial 
payments need not be made and full pay¬ 
ment for ail milk received from such 
producer during such month shall be 
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Replies to such comments may be filed 
on or before March 23, 1954. 

Released: March 1. 1954. 

[seal] Mary Jane Mounts. 

Secretary. 

|P. R. Doc. 54-1706; Piled. Mat. 9. 1954; 
8:53 a m.J 


[ 47 CFR Part 11 1 

(Docket No. 10946] 

Industrial Radio Services 

LOW POWER INDUSTRIAL RADIO SERVICE; 

SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS 

In the matter of amendment of Part 11 
Industrial Radio Service, to make 
changes in the Low Power Industrial 
Radio Service: Docket No. 10946. 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled 
matter. 

2. The Commission proposes to amend 
Its rules governing the Low Power In¬ 
dustrial Radio Service (Supart L of Part 
11, Industrial Radio Services) to provide 
that transmitters operated as Base Sta¬ 
tions shall not be used for communica¬ 
tion with vehicles while such vehicles are 
on public streets or highways. 

3. The Low Power Industrial Radio 
Service was established primarily for use 
by those Industrial and commercial ac¬ 
tivities having a requirement for short 
range communication systems operated 
on their own property, and persons hav¬ 
ing a requirement for short-range ve¬ 
hicle-to-vehicle communications or for 
intermittent use of hand-carried and 
pack-carried communications equipment 
at “on-the-job" locations. The proposed 
amendment is for the purpose of pro¬ 
tecting such uses from other types of 
operations which tend to create exces¬ 
sive interference thereto. 

4. The proposed amendment Is set 
forth below. It is issued under author¬ 
ity of sections 4 <l>. 303 (b) and 303 (r) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

5. Furthermore, It is proposed that the 
limited number of licensees who may be 


using Low Power Industrial facilities at 
permanent locations primarily for the 
purpose of dispatching vehicles over 
public streets and highways, be given 
five years from the date of final action 
in this proceeding within which to 
amortize their investment in equipment. 
All grants made during the pendency of 
this proceeding will be made subject to 
such modification without hearing as 
may be necessary to effect compliance 
with the rules as finalized. 

6. Any Interested person who Is of the 
opinion that the proposed amendments 
should not be adopted or should not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein 
may file with the Commission on or be¬ 
fore April 5. 1954 a written statement or 
brief setting forth his comments. Com¬ 
ments in support of the proposed amend¬ 
ment may also be filed on or before the 
same date. Comments or briefs in reply 
to the original comments may be filed 
within 10 days from the last day for 
filing said original comments or briefs. 
The Commission will consider all such 
comments that arc submitted before tak¬ 
ing action in this matter, and if any 
comments appear to warrant the hold¬ 
ing of a hearing or oral argument, notice 
of the time and place of such hearing or 
oral argument will be given. 

7. In accordance with the provisions 
of 5 1.764 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all statements, briefs, or comments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: March 3, 1954. 

Released: March 4. 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

TsealI Mary Jane Morrw. 

Secretary. 

Amend 5 11.554 Special restrictions by 
adding a new paragraph (1), as follows: 

(l) When a transmitter licensed In 
this Service Is used as a Base Station. It 
shall not be used for communication with 
vehicles while such vehicles are on public 
streets or highways. 

(P. R. Doc. 54-1707; Piled. Mar. 9, 1954; 
8: 53 a. m.J 


NOTICES 


made pursuant to the provisions of 
5 995.70. 

10. Delete 55 995.72. 995.73, and 995.74. 

11. In 5 995.75 Insert after the phrase 
“the uniform price*' the phrase “for each 
handler”. 

12. Change 5 995.77 paragraph (b) to 
read as follow's: 

<b> Each cooperative association 
which is actually performing the services 
described in paragraph <a> of this sec¬ 
tion. as determined by the market ad¬ 
ministrator, may file with a handler a 
claim for authorized deductions from 
the payments otherwise due to its pro¬ 
ducer members for milk delivered to 
such handler. Such claim shall contain 
a list of the producers for which such 
deductions apply, an agreement to In¬ 
demnify the handler In the making of 
the deductions, and a certification that 
the Association has an unterminated 
membership contract with each pro¬ 
ducer. In making payments to pro¬ 
ducers for milk received during the 
month, each handler shall make deduc¬ 
tions in accordance with the Associa¬ 
tion’s claim and shall pay the amount 
deducted to the Association within 18 
days after the end of the month. 

13. In 5 995.78 change the phrase 
•'pursuant to 51 995.73. 995.74. 995.76, 
995.77. or 995.80” to read “pursuant to 
55 995.76 or 995 77*\ 

14. Change 5 995.80 to read as follows: 

5 995.80 Milk subject to other Fed¬ 
eral orders. Milk received by a handler 
the handling of which is subject to the 
pricing and payment provisions of any 
other Federal milk marketing order Is¬ 
sued pursuant to the act shall not be 
subject to the pricing and payment pro¬ 
visions of this subpart. 

Filed at Washington, D. C. this 5th 
day of March 1954. 

[seal I Roy W. Lennartson. 

Deputy Administrator. 
[F. R. Doc. 54-1715; Filed. Mar. 9, 1934; 

8:55 a. m l 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[ 47 CFR Parts 2, 3, 4 ] 

[Docket No. 108321 

FM Broadcast Stations; Specified 
Non-Broadcast Activities on Simplex 
and/or Multiplex Basis 

ORDER AND NOTICE OF EXTENSION OF TIME 
FOR FILING COMMENTS; ERRATA 

In the matter of amendment of Parts 
2. 3 and 4 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations and the Standards of Good 
Engineering Practice Concerning FM 
Broadcast Stations to permit FM Broad¬ 
cast Stations to engage in specified non¬ 
broadcast activities on a simplex and. or 
multiplex basis; Docket No. 10832. 

The dates set out in paragraph 6 of 
the order and notice of extension of time 
for filing comments, issued February 26. 
1954, arc incorrect. As corrected, this 
paragraph reads: 

6. Notice is hereby given that the time 
for filing comments in the above-entitled 
matter is extended to March 13, 1954. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

l Doc. 17, Region nj 

California / 

AIR-NAVIGATION SITE WITHDRAWAL NO. 200, 
REVOKED 

February 26. 1954. 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
section 4 of the act of May 24. 1928 (45 
Stat. 728; 49 U. S. C. 214). and in ac¬ 
cordance with section 2.22 <a), of Dele¬ 
gation Order No. 427, of the Director, 
Bureau of Land Management, approved 
August 16. 1950 (15 F. R. 5641), it Is 
ordered as follows: 

Departmental Order No, 200, dated 
March 27, 1943, withdraw'ing the W& 


8ection 27 and the NW l < Section 34. T. 
24 S„ R. 43 E.. M. D. M.. California, 
containing 480 acres, for use by the Civil 
Aeronautics Administration of the De¬ 
partment of Commerce in maintenance 
of air-navigation facilities, is hereby re¬ 
voked. and the lands are hereby restored 
to disposition under the public land laws, 
subject to valid existing rights and pro¬ 
visions of existing withdrawals. 

The lands are desert in character and 
relatively flat, located four miles north 
of the American Potash and Chemical 
Corporation Town of Trona, California, 
and situated Just above the old shore line 
of a desert playa knoum as Searles Lake. 
Owing to poor soils and lack of water 
for Irrigation, the lands are unsuitable 
for agricultural purposes, and because 
of their poor climate, remote location 
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and lack of water for domestic use, they 
are valueless for home, cabin, or business 

site purposes. 

However, due to their proximity to 
n small industrial area, coupled with the 
fact that they contain an aviation land- 
ins strip and appurtenant air-naviga¬ 
tion facilities, make the lands chiefly 
\;iluablc for airport purposes. While 
any application that is filed will be con¬ 
sidered on its merits, it is unlikely that 
any part of the lands will be classified 
for any use other than for airport 
purposes. 

This order shall not become effective 
to change the status of the above-de¬ 
scribed lands until 10:00 a. m.. P. s. t.. 
on the 35th day after the date of this 
order. At that time the lands shall be¬ 
come subject to application, petition, 
location or selection, subject to valid 
existing rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, the requirements of ap¬ 
plicable law. and the 90-day preference- 
right filing period for veterans and 
others entitled to preference under the 
act of September 27. 1944 (58 Stat. 747; 
43 U. S. C. 279-254), as amended. 

Information showing the period dur¬ 
ing which, and the conditions under 
which veterans and others may file ap¬ 
plications on the lands, may be obtained 
on request from the Manager of the 
Land Office. 1512 Post Office Building, 
Los Angeles. California. 

J. H. Favorite, 

Acting Regional Administrator. 

[ 7 . R. Doc. 54-16*2; Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 

6:45 a. m ] 


(Docket DA-417, Oregon] 

Oregon 

restoration order under federal power 

ACT 


March 2. 1954. 

Pursuant to determination DA-417, 
Oregon, issued by the Federal Power 
Commission January 29. 1954. and in 
accordance with Order No. 427. section 
2 22 <a) (4) of the Director. Bureau of 
Land Management, approved August 16. 
1950. 15 F. a 5641, it is ordered as 
follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights and the 
provisions of existing withdrawals the 
lands hereinafter described within the 
Mt. Hood National Forest, insofar as they 
^re withdrawn and reserved for power 
purposes, are hereby restored, subject to 
the provisions of section 24 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act of June 10. 1920 (41 Stat. 
1075; 16 U. S. C. sec. 818), as amended. 


WiLLAurm Meridian. Oregon 

7 4 3 . It 8 E. 

section is, wviNw^swv;, 8E«4NWV: 
SW»4. SWUSWfc; 

Sectio,, 16, 8W»;NEiiNEt4.S*iNWV« HE*; 

8W* 4 NE' 4 , S^NWh 

Section 17, S^NE^NE'4. BE* 4 NW* 4 NE*i 
E**SW»4NKt4, SW‘ 4 SWV 

S^8ViNW%. 8*4; 

Section 18, Ei4NE*48EV4. SW»4NR*/ 4 8Ey« 
8K.,NW^8E.i. 8HS*H: 

Section 19, NHNR*;. NViSBViNEV;, 8EV 
SSViNE‘, 4 , NE* 4 8WV*NEy 4 ; 

No. 47-S 


Section 20. H%. N^NE»4 

sw%: 

Section 21. N(/j. W'iSE*;. W^NE%8E^» 
NW*4SB*4SK* 4 . E»j8W*4. NW»4SW*4, 
NBV 4 SWt 4 SW«4; 

Section 22, NWfcNWK, 

T. 4 S„ R. 8Vfc E. 

Section 12. 8*4 lot 4; 

Section 13. lot* 1. 2. 3. N*4 lot 4. 
E^J^W^KEU. SW'iNWUNE*. SW*4 
Nff*4. 8E*«NWS4. S^SW*4NWV4. Wft 
8E*4. 8W*4; 

Section 14. E*4E*iSE , i. 

? 3 8 R. 9 E 

Section 19. WVi and SE ^ of lot 4. 
S*4N}4SE*4. 8*488*4. SEV;SE*4SWV;; 

Section 20. SW»4NE*;SE* 4 . SftNWUSE**. 
8* a N^SW* 4 . 8*43*41 

Section 29. N»4. NftN'.SE*;, SW^NW*; 
8E*4, N*4SWU. N«,SB«48WVi. SW^ 
8W *4; 

Section 30. E*4 of Lot* 1. 2. 3. NE*4 lot 4. 
Ef4. E*4W* t ; 

Section 31. NE*4. NK*iNW»4. NE*48E*4 
NE^; 

Section 32. NW« 4 NW',;NW*4. 

T 4 S., R. 9 E. 

Section 6. 8W*4SE*4. 8E*48W*4; 

Section 7. E*4 of lou 1 and 2. lota 3. 4. 
W , jNE*4NB l 4 . 8K* 4 NE*4. W**NE*4. 

SB*i. ESW^4; 

8ectlon 8. W* 4 W*4SW»4: 

8ectlon 18. lou 1. 2.*. N*4 lot 4. N«4NE*i, 
W'jSE^NE^. W*4NE%. EVjNW’ 4. 
NW»4NW*4SE*4. NE’ 4 s W i4. 

The areas described aggregate 5,619.55 
acres. 

The above described lands within the 
boundaries of the Mt. Hood National 
Forest remain unaffected by the resto¬ 
ration as far as entry or disposal under 
the public land laws are concerned, loca¬ 
tion and entry under the mining laws 
excepted. 

The Federal Power Commission under 
DA-417 also vacated reservation made 
pursuant to applications for Project No. 
529 and the withdrawal affecting appli¬ 
cation for Project No. 1294 and released 
the following described lands from Water 
Power Designation No. 14^and Pow er Site 
Reserve Nos. 660. 663, and 730: 

<j» j g R 4 E 

Section 23. *SE*4NK*4. NE'iNW*;. 
T.28.R.6 E.. 

Section 17. SE*;SW>4: 

Section 19. SW**NEV 4 ; 

Section 23. SW* 4 NE> 4 . NW»4. NEliSWy;. 
wtiswi*: 

8ection 25. EViSE‘4. SW*;8E*4, SW%; 

T 2 S R 7 E 

Section 19. NW*4SWH: 

Section 30. E^NEtf: 

Section 31. NW* 4 NW»4: 

Section 33. SWt 4 NE*4. 

The areas described aggregate 920 
acres. 

The NWV4, SW^NE^a. NE^SWVi. 
WV 2 SW l/ 4 . section 23; NELiSE^. section 
25, T. 2 S., R. 6 E.. and the E* 2 NEft. sec¬ 
tion 30: NW^NW 1 ;. section 31; SW*/ 4 
NEV 4 . section 33. T. 2 S.. R. 7 E.. have 
been patented and are privately owned 
lands and are not subject to classification 
and disposal under any of the public land 
law's. 

The SE^NBHV NEV4SWV4. section 23. 
T. 1 S., R. 4 E.; the BRYa&WYa. section 
17: SWV 4 NEV 4 . section 19; SEV 4 SE*' 4# 
SW» 4 SE*/ 4 . SW Ya. section 25. T. 2 S.. 
R. 6 E.. and the NW*4SW^. section 19. 
T/ 2 8., R. 7 E., are revested Oregon & 
California Railroad grant lands, are 


classified as recreational in character, 
and chiefly valuable for the production 
of timber. 

Subject to valid existing rights and 
the provisions of existing laws, the above 
described revested Oregon & California 
Railroad grant lands are hereby restored 
to entry, location, or selection under 
public land laws. While any application 
that is filed for any of the described re¬ 
vested lands will be considered on its 
merits, it is unlikely that any part of 
the restored lands will be classified for 
any use or purpose than that herein in¬ 
dicated. No application for any of the 
lands may be allowed under the home¬ 
stead. desert land, or any other non- 
mineral public land law unless the lands 
have already been classified a3 valuable 
or suitable for such type of application, 
or shall be so classified upon considera¬ 
tion of an application. 

The public lands described shall be 
subject to application by the State of 
Oregon for a period of 90 days from date 
of publication of this order in the Fed¬ 
eral Register for right-of-way for pub¬ 
lic highways or as a source of materials 
for construction and maintenance of 
such highways. 

This order shall not otherwise affect 
the status of the lands until 10:00 a. m. 
on the 91st day after the date of publi¬ 
cation of this order in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. At that time the revested lands 
described shall become subject to appli¬ 
cation. petition, location, and selection, 
subject to valid existing rights, the pro¬ 
visions of existing withdrawals, the re¬ 
quirements of applicable laws, and the 
90-day preference filing period for vet¬ 
erans and others entitled to preference 
under the act of September 27, 1944 (58 
Stat. 747; 43 U. S. C. 279-284) as 
amended. 

Information showing the periods dur¬ 
ing which and the conditions under 
which veterans and others may file ap¬ 
plications for these lands may be ob¬ 
tained on request in the Land Office, 
Portland. Oregon- 


J. O. Fritdly. 

Acting Regional Administrator . 

(F. R. Doc. 54-1084; Filed. Mar. 0. 1954; 
8:49 a. m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

Pennsylvania Stock Yards, 
Philadelphia. Pa. 

DEPOSTING OF STOCKYARD 

It has been ascertained that the Penn¬ 
sylvania Stock Yards. 36th Street and 
Gray’s Ferry Avenue. Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania, originally posted on July 
9. 1931. as being subject to the Packers 
and Stockyards Act, 1921. as amended 
<7 U. S. C. 181 et seq.i, no longer comes 
within the definition of a stockyard un¬ 
der that act for the reason that it no 
longer meets the area requirements. 
Accordingly, notice is given to the owner 
thereof and to the public that such live¬ 
stock market Is no longer subject to the 
provisions of the act. 
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Notice of public rule making has not 
preceded promulgation of the foregoing 
rule since it is found that the giving of 
such notice would prevent the due and 
timely administration cd the Packers 
and Stockyards Act and would, there¬ 
fore, be impractical. There is no legal 
warrant or Justification for not depost- 
ing promptly a livestock market which 
no longer meets the area requirements 
of the act and is, therefore, no longer 
a stockyard within the definition con¬ 
tained in the act. 

The foregoing is In the nature of a 
rule granting an exemption or relieving 
a restriction and, therefore, may be 
made effective in less than 30 days a fter 
its publication in the Federal Register. 
This notice shall become effective upon 
publication in the Federal Register. 

(42 Stat. 150. as amended and supplemented; 
7 U. 8. C. 181 et teq.)« 

Done at Washington, D. C., this 4th 
day of March 1954. 

[sealI H. E. Reed. 

Director , Livestock Division , 
Agricultural Marketing Service. ^ 

IF. R. Doc. 54-1672; Filed, Mar. 0. 1954; 

8:47 a. m.| 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Foreign-Trade Zones Board 

| Order 361 

PORT or New Orleans, La. 
application or board of commissioners 

TO RE-LOCATE BOUNDARIES or FOREIGN- 

TRADE ZONE NO. 2 

Pursuant to the authority granted in 
the Foreign-Trade Zones Act of June 18. 
1934. as amended (48 Stat. 998-1003; 19 
U. 8. C. 82a-81u)» the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Board has adopted the following 
order which is promulgated for the in¬ 
formation and guidance of ail 
concerned: 

Whereas, the Board of Commissioners 
of the Port of New Orleans, as grantee of 
Foreign-Trade Zone No. 2, filed an ap¬ 
plication dated November 16. 1953, re¬ 
questing that, in connection with the ex¬ 
tensive development of the Public Com¬ 
modity Warehouse, in a part of which 
the existing zone is now located, and for 
the more economic utilization of the fa¬ 
cilities of the terminal, the boundaries of 
the zone be re-established to exclude the 
water area, the wharf apron and mar¬ 
ginal tracks, together with the lower sec¬ 
tions of Wharfhouse Sections 5 and 6. 
and to include Building 17 and adjacent 
land areas; and 

Whereas, the Board of Commissioners 
of the Port of New Orleans states that 
this alteration of boundaries and the 
addition of Building 17 will provide for a 
more economic utilization of the facil¬ 
ities of the zone; and 

Whereas, particularly the inclusion of 
said Building is necessary to accommo¬ 
date certain new uses and operations of 
the zone to the benefit of foreign trade 
in the region. 

Now. therefore, the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Board, after full consideration 
and a finding that the proposal is in the 
public interest, hereby orders: 


That the boundaries of Foreign-Trade 
Zone No. 2 be. and they hereby arc re¬ 
established. to exclude the water area, 
the wharf apron and marginal tracks, 
together with the lower sections of 
Wharfhouse Sections 5 and 6, and to in¬ 
clude Building 17 and adjacent upland in 
zone area, in conformity with revised Ex¬ 
hibit 10 <b), dated November 2, 1953. 
made a part of the application, provided 
that the grantee segregates such area in 
a manner that will comply with the re¬ 
quirements of the Collector of Customs 
at New Orleans. Louisiana. 

It is found that compliance with the 
notice, public rule making procedure, 
and effective date requirements of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U. 8. C. 
1003) Is unnecessary in connection with 
the issuance of this order, because its 
application is restricted to one foreign- 
trade zone, and is of a nature that it 
imposes no burden on the parties of 
interest. The effective date of this order 
is. therefore, upon publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington. D. C.. this 4th 
day of March 1954. 

Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

Tseal 1 Sinclair Weeks, 

Secretary of Commerce , Chair¬ 
man and Executive Officer , 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

Attest: 

Thos. E. Lyons. 

Executive Secretary . 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

|F. H. Doc. 54-1682; Filed. Mat. 0, 1954; 

8: 4t) a. m | 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Regional Managers and District Field 
Office Areas 

REORGANIZATION 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at Its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 1st day of 
March 1954; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration possible reduction in the number 
of Regional offices and reorganization of 
the areas embraced by Us San Francisco 
Regional Office and its Denver District 
Office; and 

It appearing, that the Houston, Texas 
Regional Office should be eliminated by 
including the state of New Mexico within 
the area embraced by the San Francisco 
Regional Office and the states of Texas, 
Oklahoma. Arkansas. Louisiana, and 
Mississippi within the area embraced by 
the Atlanta Regional Office; and 

It further appearing, that the state of 
New Mexico which has heretofore been 
embraced by the Commission's District 
Office No. 10 at Dallas, Texas, should be 
included in the area embraced by the 
Commission’s District Office No. 15 at 
Denver. Colorado; and 

It further appearing, that a numerical 
designation of regions would be prefer¬ 
able and more readily understood than 
that which has been employed. 

It is ordered , Pursuant to section 4 <i> 
and 303 (r) of the Communications Act 


of 1934. as amended, that Part 0 of the 
Commission’s rules is hereby amended 
effective April 1.1954, as shown below. 

Released: March4,1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary, 

1. Amend section 0.40 by deleting the 
entry “New Mexico all counties” from 
the listing of Radio District No. 10 
(Dallas, Texas). 

2. Amend section 0.40 by adding an 
entry “New Mexico all counties” under 
Radio District No. 15 <Denver, Colorado! 
(add between Nebraska and counties 
and South Dakota and counties). 

3. Amend section 0.40 by deleting the 
subheading “The offices of the Regional 
Managers of the Field Engineering and 
Monitoring Division. Bureau of Engi¬ 
neering. are located at the following 
addresses;” and the listings thereunder 
and substitute the following: •‘The of¬ 
fices of the Regional Managers of the 
Field Engineering and Monitoring 
Bureau are located at the following 
addresses:” 

Region No. 1, 954 Federal Building. 641 
Washington Street. New York 14. N. Y — 
To Include: District* Noe. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 

24. 

Region No. 2, 411 Federal Annex. Atlanta. 
Oa.—Tt> Include: District* Noa. 6, 7. 8, 9. 
10, and 22. 

Region No. 3 . 323-A Customhouse, San 
Francisco 26. CallI.—To Include: Districts 
Non. 11. 12, and IB. 

Region No. 4. 802 Federal Office Buildtr^, 
Seattle 4. Wash.—To Include: Districts Noa. 
13 and 14. 

Region No. 8. P. O. Box 1142, Lanik;!. 
Oahu. T. H.—To Include: District No. 21. 

Region No. 6, P. O. Box 644 (Rm. 52 
U. 8. P. O. and Courthouse). Anchorage, 
Alaska—To Include: District No. 23. 

Region No. 7. 832 U. S. Court boiLC, 
Chicago 4. Ill.—To include: Districts Noa. 
16, 17. and 18, 

Region No. 8, 1029 New Federal Building. 
Detroit 26, Mich.—To Include; Districts Nos. 
10 and 20. 

IF. R. Doc. 54-1685; Filed. Mar. 9. 10W; 
8:49 a. m ] 


{Docket No. 87771 

Mackay Radio and Telegraph Co., Inc. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR 
FURTHER HEARING 

In the matter of Mackay Radio and 
Telegraph Company. Inc., applications 
for radiotelegraph circuits between the 
United States and Finland, Portugal, 
Surinam, and The Netherlands; Docket 
No. 8777. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at it & offices 
in Washington. D. C. on the 1st day of 
March 1954, the Commission having 
under consideration: 

(a) The record of the proceedings 

herein: ^ . 

(b) Its decision herein released Feb¬ 
ruary 23, 1951; 

(c) The decision of the United States 
Supreme Court issued on June 8, 1953. 
(Federal Communications Commission 
v. RCA Communications, Inc. 346 U. S. 
86 ): 
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<d) The order of the Court of Appeals 
(or the District of Columbia Circuit 
herein dated July 30, 1953. remanding 
the case to the Commission “for such 
disposition as is open under the opinion 
of the Supreme Court In this case”: 

<e) The petition of Mackay Radio and 
Telegraph Company, dated August 3. 
1953. for Reconsideration and Supple¬ 
ment of the Commission’s Decision upon 
Remand from the United States Supreme 
Court: 

<f> The answer of RCA Communica¬ 
tions. Inc. to the above Petition of Mackay 
Radio and Telegraph Company, dated 
August 13. 1953; 

(g) The reply of Mackay Radio and 
Telejrraph Company to the answer of 
RCA Communications, Inc,, dated Au¬ 
gust 21. 1953: 

<h> The transcript of oral argument 
held herein on February 8. 1954: 

It appearing, that, after considering 
all of the evidence of record, and the 
other pleadings set forth above In light of 
the aforementioned decision and man¬ 
date and after reviewing the oral argu¬ 
ment herein, the Commission is of the 
opinion that it would serve the public 
interest and be helpful to the Commis¬ 
sion to have available current data in 
the matter before arriving at a decision 
herein particularly in view of the fact 
that the resolution of the issues herein 
involves important decisions with re¬ 
spect to matters of both policy and fact 
and since more than five years have 
elapsed from the time the record herein 
was closed: 

It is ordered . That further hearings 
shall be held herein for the following 

purposes: 

<a) To obtain current data regarding 
the operating practices employed by and 
the facilities presently available to each 
respondent carrier to provide telegraph 
service between the United States, on 
the one hand, and overseas and foreign 
points, particularly Portugal and The 
Netherlands, on the other hand; 

<b> To obtain current data regarding 
the use of frequencies by each respond¬ 
ent carrier to provide telegraph service 
to Portugal and The Netherlands; 

(c> To obtain current data with re¬ 
spect to each new communications 
service instituted between the United 
States, on the one hand, and Portugal 
and The Netherlands, on the other hand, 
by each respondent carrier since the 
close of the record herein In 1948 to¬ 
gether with the revenues derived there¬ 
from: 

To obtain data with respect to the 
volume of message traffic <in words and 
messages) and the types of non-message 
communication service as well as the 
revenues resulting from each such serv¬ 
ice provided between the United States, 
on the one hand, and Portugal and The 
Netherlands, on the other hand, by each 
respondent carrier for each of the years 
from 1947 through 1953. inclusive: 

<c> To obtain data with respect to the 
casts properly attributable to and the 
net operating revenues resulting from 
«j'*ssage telegraph service and each type 
of non-message communication service 
Provided by each respondent carrier be- 
the United States, on the one 
n^nd, and Portugal and The Nether¬ 


lands. on the other hand, for each of the 
years 1947 through 1953. inclusive: 

(f > To obtain data with respect to the 
total volume of message traffic (in words 
and messages) and the types of non¬ 
message communication service as well 
as the revenues resulting from each such 
service provided by each respondent car¬ 
rier between the United States and all 
foreign and overseas points for each of 
the years from 1947 through 1953 inclu¬ 
sive: 

<g) To obtain current financial data 
for each respondent carrier including an 
annual Income statement and a year-end 
balance sheet for each of the years 1947 
through 1953. inclusive: 

<h> To obtain data with respect to the 
volume of international airmail and tele¬ 
phone traffic between the United States, 
on the one hand, and Portugal and The 
Netherlands on the other hand, for each 
of the years 1947 through 1953 inclusive 
to the extent available; 

<i> To obtain such other revenue and 
cost data as are pertinent to a proper 
decision herein in the light of the afore¬ 
mentioned Supreme Court decision, pro¬ 
vided, however, that any party respond¬ 
ent proposing to submit such data shall 
indicate the nature and extent thereof at 
the pre-hearing conference provided for 
herein; 

It is further ordered. That Mackay 
Radio and Telegraph Company, the ap¬ 
plicant herein. All America Cables and 
Radio. Inc.. The Commercial Cable Com¬ 
pany, RCA Communications. Inc., and 
The Western Union Telegraph Company 
are named parties respondent herein: 

/( is further ordered, That there shall 
be a pre-hearing conference at a time 
and place to be fixed by the Hearing Ex¬ 
aminer for the purpose of considering 
what actions may be taken or agreements 
reached to expedite the further hearing 
herein; 

It is further ordered . That the hear¬ 
ings shall be held in these proceedings 
at the offices of the commission at Wash¬ 
ington. D. C.. to begin at 10:00 a. m.. on 
the 5th day of April 1954, and that Annie 
Neal Huntting is assigned to preside at 
such hearings; 

It is further ordered . That, since due 
and timely execution of the Commission’s 
functions imperatively and unavoidably 
require it, the Hearing Examiner shall 
certify the record to the Commission 
without preparing cither a Recom¬ 
mended or Initial Decision herein. 

Released: March 3. 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission.' 

(seal) Mary Jane Morrls. 

Secretary, 

(F. R. Doc. 54-1686; Filed. Mat. 9. 1954; 
8:50 a. m.J 


[Docket Noe. 8800. 10788. 10789. 10790, 109171 
St. Louis Telecast. Inc., et al. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATION FOR CON¬ 
SOLIDATED HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In rc applications of St. Louis Telecast, 
Inc., St. Louis. Missouri, Docket No. 8809, 


1 Commissioners Lee and Webster dU*c til¬ 
ing la opinion. 


File No, BPCT-294; St. Louis Amusement 
Company. St. Louis. Missouri, Docket No. 
10788. File No. BPCT-745: Columbia 
Broadcasting System. Inc., St. Louis. 
Missouri, Docket No. 10789. File No. 
BPCT-1565; 220 Television. Inc.. St. 
Louis. Missouri. Docket No. 10790. File 
No. BPCT-1778: Broadcast House, Inc., 
East St. Louis. Illinois. Docket No. 10917. 
File No. BPCT-1835: for construction 
permits for new television stations. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at 1U offices 
in Washington. D. C. on the 3d day of 
March 1954: 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-entitled application 
of Broadcast House. Inc., requesting a 
construction permit for a new television 
broadcast station to operate on Channel 
11 in East St. Louis, Illinois: and 

It appearing, that the other above- 
entitled applications, each requesting a 
construction permit for a new television 
broadcast station to operate on Channel 
11 in St. Louis. Missouri, were designated 
for hearing on specified issues by order 
of the Commission on December 2. 1953; 
and 

It further appearing, that on December 
17, 1953, the Commission denied the 
“Petition for Reconsideration And Ac¬ 
ceptance For Filing” submitted by Broad¬ 
cast House. Inc., requesting that tho 
Commission reconsider Its action of No¬ 
vember 25. 1953. wherein it declined to 
accept for filing and hearing the above- 
entitled application tendered by Broad¬ 
cast House, Inc., on November 3. 1953; 
and 

It further appearing, that there is 
presently pending in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Co¬ 
lumbia Circuit an appeal (No. 12040) 
entitled “Broadcast House, Inc., Appel¬ 
lant, vs. Federal Communications Com¬ 
mission, Appellee, 220 Television, Inc.. 
Intervenor, Columbia Broadcasting Sys¬ 
tem. Inc., Intervenor”. in which proceed¬ 
ing an order was fUed on January 8. 1954 
by said Court directing that the Com¬ 
mission and its agents and examiners be 
restrained during the pendency of said 
appeal from conducting any hearing or 
other proceeding or taking any final 
action relative to the granting to any 
applicant therefor of a license to operate 
on. or a permit to construct facilities for 
operation on Channel 11 assigned to 
St. Louis. Missouri: Provided , however. 
That a motion to vacate said order would 
be entertained by the Court upon adop-* 
tion by the Commission of any one of the 
following alternative courses of action: 

<1) Issue an order permitting Broad¬ 
cast House. Incorporated, to enter as an 
applicant the comparative hearing to be 
held for determination of the appropri¬ 
ate licensee or permittee for television 
Channel 11 assigned to St. Louis. Mis¬ 
souri. but requiring that the question as 
to the standing of Broadcast House. In¬ 
corporated. as an applicant be heard 
upon a specification of issues by the 
Commission pursuant to the terms of 
section 309 <b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, and be decided 
by appropriate order of the Commission 
either as a preliminary matter before the 
comparative hearing itself proceeds on 
the merits or as a part of the final dcci- 
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Mon and order to be entered at the ter¬ 
mination of said comparative hearing; 
or 

<2* Issue an order permitting the full 
participation of Broadcast House. Incor¬ 
porated. as an applicant in the compara¬ 
tive hearing to be held for determination 
of the appropriate licensee or permittee 
for television Channel 11 assigned to 
St, Louis, Missouri, the ultimate status of 
Broadcast House. Incorporated, in such 
proceeding to be subject however to the 
decision of this Court in this appeal; 

and it further appearing, that pursuant 
to section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, Broadcast 
House. Inc., was notified by Commission 
letter of February 1. 1954, that the Com¬ 
mission had determined that it would be 
in the public interest to adopt the second 
of the two procedures provided for in 
alternative 4 *(1>" above; that the appli¬ 
cation of Broadcast House, Inc., was 
mutually exclusive with the other above- 
entitled applications herein; that sJnce 
operation on Channel 11 as proposed by 
it and the other above-entitled appli¬ 
cants would result in mutually destruc¬ 
tive interference, all of the applications 
could not be granted; that its application 
would be designated for consolidated 
hearing with the other above-entitled 
applications to determine the question of 
its standing as an applicant and, pend¬ 
ing a decision thereon, to determine 
which proposal would, on a comparative 
basis, best serve the public interest; and 
that its application raised certain ques¬ 
tions concerning its legal, technical and 
other qualifications to construct and op¬ 
erate its proposed television statlon,- 
whlch questions would be the subject of 
inquiry by the Commission at the above 
hearing; and 

It further appearing, that, subject to 
a final determination by the Commission 
of the issue stated below, and upon due 
consideration of the above-entitled ap¬ 
plication of Broadcast House, Inc,, the 
amendment filed thereto and the reply 
to the above letter, the Commission finds 
that under section 309 (b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, a 
hearing is mandatory and that Broad¬ 
cast House. Inc., is legally, financially 
and technically qualified to construct, 
own and operate a television broadcast 
station; 

It is ordered , That the Commission’s 
action of December 17. 1953, returning 
the above-entitled application of Broad¬ 
cast House. Inc., for a construction per¬ 
mit for Channel 11 at East St. Louis, 
Illinois, is vacated and set aside; and 

It is further ordered, That pursuant 
to section 309 <b) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, the 
above-entitled application of Broadcast 
House, Inc., is designated for hearing in 
a consolidated proceeding with the other 
above-entitled applications upon the is¬ 
sues heretofore specified in the consoli¬ 
dated proceeding upon such applications 
and upon the following additional is¬ 
sues ; To determine, in the light of the 
fact that Broadcast House. Inc., is the 
permittee of a television station operat¬ 
ing on Channel 36 at SL Louis. Missouri, 
whether, under the provisions of the 
Communications Act of 1934. as amend¬ 


ed. the Commission's rules and regula¬ 
tions, and its policies adopted thereun¬ 
der. its above-entitled application is 
entitled to comparative consideration 
with the other applications in this 
proceeding. 

It is further ordered. That this order 
shall become effective upon the vacating 
of the stay ordered in the above appeal 
proceedings. 

Released: March 3. 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

IF. R Doc. 54-IC87; Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 
8:50 a. m ] 


(Docket No. 108101 
George R, Godfrey 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In re application of George R. Godfrey. 
Aransas Pass. Texas; order to show cause 
why the license for Radiotelephone Sta¬ 
tion WB-5051 should not be revoked; 
Docket No. 10810. 

The Commission having designated the 
above-entitled matter for hearing to be 
held at its offices in Washington. D. C.. 
at 10:00 o’clock, a. m. ( on Wednesday. 
March 3, 1954; and 

It appearing, that on January 26. 1954. 
a motion was filed on behalf of the Safety 
and Special Radio Services Bureau of 
this Commission, requesting that the 
hearing in the said proceeding be dis¬ 
missed; and 

It further appearing, that no action is 
expected to be taken on the .said motion 
to dismiss on or before March 3. 1954; 

ft is ordered. By the Commission on Its 
own motion, this 1st day of March 1954. 
that the said hearing be. and it is hereby, 
continued without date. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 54-1688; Filed, Mat. 9. 1954; 
8:50 a. m.j 


| Docket No. 10811] 

Sea Fresh Corp. 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In re application of Sea Fresh Cor¬ 
poration, Boston. Massachusetts; order 
to show cause why the license for Radio¬ 
telephone Station WA-7893 should not 
be revoked; Docket No. 10811. 

The Commission having designated the 
above-entitled matter for a hearing to 
be held at its offices in Washington, D. C.. 
at 10:00 o’clock, a. m., on Wednesday. 
March 3. 1954; and 

It appearing that on February 26.1954, 
a motion was filed on behalf of the Safety 
and Special Radio Services Bureau of 
this Commission requesting the said 
Commission to Issue a final revocation 
order and close the proceedings in the 
above-entitled matter; and 


It further appearing, that no action 
expected to be taken on the said motion 
on or before March 3. 1954; 

It is ordered . By the Commission on iu 
own motion, this 1st day of March 1954. 
that the said hearing be. and it is hereby, 
continued without date. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morrls. 

Secretary. 

(F. R DOC. 54-1689; Filed. Mat. 9. 19^4; 
8:50 a- m J 


| Docket No. 10812] 

Edgar W. Peel 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In re application of Edgar W. Teel, 
Vallejo. California; order to show cause 
why the license for Radiotelephone Sta¬ 
tion WE-7412 should not be revoked; 
Docket No. 10812. 

The Commission having designated 
the above-entitled matter for a hearing 
to be held at its offices in Washington. 
D. C.. at 10:00 o’clock, a. m., on Thurs¬ 
day. March 4.1954; and 

It appearing, that on January 20. 
1954, a motion was filed on behalf of the 
Safety and Special Radio Services Bu¬ 
reau of this Commission, requesting that 
the hearing in the said proceedin be 
dismissed; and 

It further appearing, that no action Is 
expected to be taken on the said motion 
to dismiss on or before March 4. 1954: 

It is ordered . By the Commission on its 
own motion; this 1st day of March 1954, 
that the said hearing be, and it is hereby, 
continued without date. 

Fro era l Communications 
Commission. 

(seal! Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary . 

|F. R. Doc. 54-1690; Filed, Mar. 9. 1054; 
8:50 a. m.j 


(Docket No. 108131 
James R, Bundesen 


ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 


In re application of James R. Bunde¬ 
sen, Pittsburg. California; Order tosno*v 
cause why the license for Radiotelephone 
Station WB-6303 should not be revoked. 
Docket No. 10813. 

The Commission having designated the 
above-entitled matter for a hearing to 
be held at the offices in Washington, 
D. C.. at 10:00 o’clock, a. na, on Thurs¬ 
day. March 4, 1954; and 

It appearing. That on January 
1954. a motion was filed on behalf of the 
Safety and Special Radio Services 
Bureau of this Commission, requevuru. 
that the hearing in the said proceed^. 


ie dismissed; and 
It further appearing, That no 
5 expected to be taken on the said moti 
o dismiss on or before March 4, 

It is ordered. By the Commission on us 










Wednesday, March 10, 1954 

that the said hearing be. and it is here¬ 
by. continued without date. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|P. R. DOC. 54-1691; Filed. Mar. 9. 1951; 
8 50 a. m | 


(Docket No. 10614| 

Arnolo B. Ennis 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In re application of Arnold B. Ennis. 
Astoria. Oregon; order to show cause 
why the license for Radiotelephone Sta¬ 
tion WTM3780 should not be revoked; 
Docket No. 10814. 

The Commission having designated the 
above-entitled matter for a hearing to be 
held at its offices in Washington. D. C., 
at 10:00 o'clock, a. m., on Friday, March 

6. 1354; and 

It appearing, that on February 26. 
1954. a motion was filed on behalf of the 
Safety and Special Radio Services Bu¬ 
reau of this Commission requesting the 
said Commission to issue a final revoca¬ 
tion order and close the proceedings in 
the above-entitled matter; and 
It further appearing, that no action Is 
expected to be taken on the said motion 
on or before March 5. 1954; 

It is ordered . By the Commission on 
its own motion, this 1st day of March 
1954, that the said hearing be. and it is 
hereby, continued without date. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal) Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 54-1692; Filed. Mat. 9. 1954; 
8:50 a. m.| 


(Docket No. 10615] 

Don Jacobsen 
order continuing hearing 

In re application of Don Jacobsen. San 
Diego. California; order to show cause 
why the license for Radiotelephone Sta¬ 
tion W a- 5646 should not be revoked; 
Docket No. 10815. 

The Commission having designated 
the above-entitled matter for a hearing 
to be held at its offices in Washington, 
D C., at 10:00 oclock a. m., on Friday, 
March 5. 1954; and 

It appearing, that on February 4.1954. 
£ motion was filed on behalf of the 
Safety and Special Radio Services Bu¬ 
reau of this Commission, requesting that 
the hearing in the said proceeding be 
dismissed; and 

It further appearing, that no action Is 
expected to be taken on the said motion 
to dismiss on or before March 5. 1954; 

it id ordered , By the Commission on 
uc? wn motion * thla 1st day of March 
^954. that the said hearing be, and it is 
Hereby, continued without date. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

,se *m . Mary Jane Morris. 

Sexxetary. 

" R. Doc. 54-1693; Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 
8:51 a. m. J 
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(Docket No. I0918J 
Charlie Kullman 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

In the matter of Charlie Kullman. 
Aransas Pass. Texas; order to show cause 
why the license for Radiotelephone Sta¬ 
tion WB-9777 should not be revoked; 
Docket No. 10918. 

There being under consideration the 
matter of certain alleged violations of 
the Commission’s rules in connection 
with the operation of Station WB-9777 
licensed to Charlie Kullman. Aransas 
Pass. Texas, aboard the vessel ‘’Hustler”. 

It appearing, that notices of violations 
of the Commission’s rules in connection 
with the operation of the station were 
given the licensee as follows: 

(a) Notice dated October 29. 1953. 
specifying that at 1513 GMT on October 
27. 1953, the transmitter of radio station 
WB-9777 radiated a strong second har¬ 
monic which was a potential source of 
interference to the aeronautical radio 
service on 5476 kc and a violation of 
$ 8.108 of the Commission’s rules. 

(b) At 1513 GMT on October 27. 1953. 
the operator aboard the vessel “Hustler”, 
while engaged in radio communication 
with another vessel failed to properly 
identify his radio station by transmitting 
the call sign WB-9777 as required by 
i 8.364 (a) of the Commission’s rules. 

It further appearing, that, despite 
further notices calling attention to the 
foregoing notice of violations and the 
failure to reply thereto in accordance 
with 5 8.601 (a) of the Commission’s 
rules, no explanation or other response 
has been received from the licensee; 

It is ordered . This 26th day of February 
1954, pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 312 (c> of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, that the said Char¬ 
lie Kullman, Aransas Pass, Texas, show 
cause why the aforementioned license 
should not be revoked and appear and 
give evidence in respect thereto at a 
hearing * to be held before this Commis¬ 
sion at Washington, D. C., on the 3d 
day of May. 1954; 

It is further ordered . That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this order by regis¬ 
tered mail—return receipt requested to 


• Section 1.403 of the Commission^ rule* 
provides that In order to have the opportu¬ 
nity to appear before the Commission at the 
time and place specified In the order to show 
cause, the licensee shall within thirty (30| 
days from the date of the receipt of this order 
submit a written statement Informing the 
Commission whether said licensee wUl appear 
at this bearing and present evidence upon 
the matter specified, or whether the rights to 
stich a hearing are waived. Waiver of the 
hearing may bo accompanied by a statement 
sotting forth the reasons why the licensee 
believes that an order of revocation should 
not be Issued. A waiver unaccompanied by 
such a statement will be deemed to be an 
admission of the allegations specified in the 
order to show cause. Failure to respond to 
this order within the above-mentioned thirty 
(30) day period or failure to appear at the 
hearing wUl be deemed to be a waiver of the 
right to a hearing and an admission of tho 
allegations specified in the order to show 
cause. 
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the said Charlie Kullman, P. O. Box 243, 
Aransas Pass. Texas. 

Released: March 2. 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 54-1694; Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 
8: 57 a. m.( 


| Docket No. 109191 
Joseph Corea. Jr. 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

In the matter of Joseph Corea. Jr, 
Provincetown. Massachusetts; order to 
show cause why the license for Radio¬ 
telephone Station WC-3467 should not 
be revoked; Docket No. 10919. 

There being under consideration the 
matter of certain alleged violations of 
the Commission's rules in connection 
with the operation of Station WC-3467 
licensed to Joseph Corea, Jr., Province- 
town. Massachusetts, aboard the vessel 
• Papa Joe”. 

It appearing, that notices of violations 
of the Commission's rules in connection 
with the operation of the station were 
given the licensee as follows: 

<a) Notice dated September 24, 1953 
specifying that at 1642 GMT. on Sep¬ 
tember 21. 1953. the operator aboard the 
vessel “Papa Joe”, while engaged in ra¬ 
dio communication with another vessel 
failed to properly identify his radio sta¬ 
tion by transmitting the call sign WC- 
3467 as required by ft 8.364 (a) of the 
Commission’s rules. 

It further appearing, that, despite a 
further notice dated November 24. 1953. 
calling attention to the foregoing notice 
of violations and the failure to reply 
thereto in accordance with l 8.601 <a> 
of the Commission’s rules, no explana¬ 
tion or other response has been received 
from the licensee: 

It is ordered . This 26th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1954. pursuant to the provisions of 
section 312 <c) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, that the said 
Joseph Corea, Jr., show cause why the 
aforementioned license should not be 
revoked and appear and give evidence 
in respect thereto at a hearing 1 to bo 
held before this Commission at Washing¬ 
ton, D. C., on the 3d day of May. 1954; 

It is further ordered . That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this order by regis¬ 
tered mall—return receipt requested to 
the said Joseph Corea. Jr., 8 Cottage 
Street, Provincetown. Massachusetts, 

Released: March 2.1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 54-1695: Filed. Mar. 9, 1954; 
8:61 a. m.J 


(Docket No. 10920( 

Wright & Hawkins. Ltd. 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

In the matter of Wright L Hawkins, 
Ltd.. Beaumont, Texas; order to show 
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NOTICES 


cause why the license for Radiotelephone 
Station WB-9374 should not be revolted; 
Docke t No. 10920. 

There being under consideration the 
matter of certain alleged violations of 
the Commission's rules in connection 
with the operation of Station WB-9374 
licensed to Wright L Hawkins. Ltd . 
Beaumont, Texas, aboard the vessel 
•'Lloyd H'\ 

It appearing, that notices of violations 
of the Commission's rules in connection 
with the operation of the station were 
given the licensee as follows: 

(a) Notice dated November 17. 1953. 
specifying that at 1838 GMT. on Novem¬ 
ber 8. 1953. the transmitter of radio sta¬ 
tion WB-9374 radiated a strong second 
harmonic which was a potential source 
of interference to the aeronautical radio 
service on 5476 kc and a violation of 
i 8.108 of the Commission's rules. 

It further appearing, that, despite fur¬ 
ther notices calling attention to the fore¬ 
going notice of violations and the failure 
to reply thereto in accordance with 
§ 8.601 (a) of the Commission's rules, no 
explanation or other response has been 
received from the licensee: 

It ts ordered. This 26th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1954, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 312 (c) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, that the said 
Wright k Hawkins. Ltd., Beaumont. 
Texas, show cause why the aforemen¬ 
tioned license should not be revoked and 
appear and give evidence in respect 
thereto at a hearing * to be held before 
this Commission at Washington, D. C., 
on the 5th day of May 1954; 

It is further ordered , That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this order by regis¬ 
tered mail—return receipt requested to 
the said Wright k Hawkins. Ltd.. P. O. 
Box 848. Gulf States Road. Beaumont, 
Texas. 

Released: March 2, 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 54-1696; Filed, Mar. 9. 1954: 
8:51 m.J 


•Section 1.402 of the Oommlnalonla rules 
provide* that In order to have the oppor¬ 
tunity to appear before the Comml«lon at 
the time and place specified in the order to 
show cause, the licensee shall within thirty 
(30) days from the date of the receipt of 
this order submit a written statement In¬ 
forming the Commission whether said li¬ 
censee will appear at this hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence upon the matter specified, or 
.whether the rights to such a bearing are 
waived. Waiver of the hearing may be ac¬ 
companied by a statement setting forth the 
reasons why the licensee believes that an 
order of revocation should not be issued. A 
waiver unaccompanied by such a statement 
wiU be deemed to be an admission of the 
allegation* apecified in the order to show 
cau?*. Pal lure to respond to this order 
within the above-mentioned thirty (30) day 
period or failure to appear at the hearing will 
be deemed to be a waiver of the right to a 
hearing and an admission of the allegations 
specified In the order to show cause. 


(Docket No. 109211 
Trawler Batavia, Inc. 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

In the matter of Trawler Batavia. Ine., 
Portland. Maine; order to show cause 
why the license for Radiotelephone Sta¬ 
tion WE-3595 should not be revoked; 
Docket No. 10921. 

There being under consideration the 
matter of certain alleged violations of 
the Commission’s rules In connection 
with the operation of Station WE-3595 
licensed to Trawler Batavia. Inc.. Port¬ 
land, Maine, aboard the vessel “Batavia". 

It appearing, that notices of violations 
of the Commission’s rules in connection 
with the operation of the station were 
given the licensee as follows: 

(a) Notice dated October 28.1953 spec¬ 
ifying that at 1439 GMT, on September 
29, 1953. the operator aboard the vessel 
• Batavia", while engaged in radio com¬ 
munication with another vessel failed to 
properly identify his radio station by 
transmitting the call sign WE-3595 as 
required by $ 8.364 <a> of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules. 

It further appearing, that, despite fur¬ 
ther notices calling attention to the fore¬ 
going notice of violations and the failure 
to reply thereto in accordance with 
$ 8 601 <a) of the Commission’s rules, no 
explanation or other response has been 
received from the licensee: 

It it ordered, This 2Gth day of February 
1954. pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 312 <c) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, that the said 
Trawler Batavia. Inc., Portland, Maine, 
show cause why the aforementioned 
license should not be revoked and ap¬ 
pear and give evidence in respect thereto 
at a hearing ’ to be held before this Com¬ 
mission at Washington, D. C.. on the 5th 
day of May 1954; 

It is further ordered. That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this order by regis¬ 
tered mail—return receipt requested to 
the said Trawler Batavia. Inc., 83 Ex¬ 
change Street. Portland. Maine. 

Released: March 2, 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|F. R. Doc, 54-1697; Piled. Mar. 9. 1954: 
8:51 a. m.) 


|Docket No. 10922] 

Felix Brunet 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

In the matter of Felix Bruney, Aransas 
Pass. Texas; order to show cause why the 
license for radiotelephone Station WL- 
3796 should not be revoked; Docket No. 
10922. 

There being under consideration the 
matter of certain alleged violations of 
the Commission's rules in connection 
with the operation of Station WE-3796 
licensed to Felix Bruney. Aransas Pass, 
Texas, aboard the vessel "Charles 
Schreiner". 


It appearing, that notices of violators 
of the Commission’s rules in connection 
with the operation of the station were 
given the licensee as follows: 

<a> Notice dated September 16. 1953. 
specifying that at 1917 GMT on August 
29. 1953, the operator aboard the vessel 
"Charles Schreiner", while engaged in 
radio communication with another ves¬ 
sel failed to properly identify his radio 
station by transmitting the call sign WE- 
3796 as required by l 8.364 (a) of the 
Commission's rules. 

It further appearing, that, despite fur¬ 
ther notices calling attention to the fore¬ 
going notice of violations and the failure 
to reply thereto In accordance with 
I 8 601 (a) of the Commission's rules, no 
explanation or other response has beta 
received from the licensee: 

It is ordered. This 26th day of Februa t y 
1954. pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 312 (c) of the Communications Act 
of 1934. as amended, that the said Felix 
Bruney, Aransas Pass. Texas, show cause 
why the aforementioned license should 
not be revoked and appear and give evi¬ 
dence in respect thereto at a hearing 1 
to be held before this Commission at 
Washington, D. C., on the 7th day of 
May 1954; 

It is further ordered. That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this order by regis¬ 
tered moil—return receipt requested to 
the said Felix Bruney, P. O. Box 792, 
Aransas Pass, Texas. 

Released: March 2. 1054. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

f seal ] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary . 

(P R. Doc. 54-1698: Piled. Mar. 9. 1954; 
8:51 a. m.) 


(Docket No. 10920J 

Si entonbush Fuel Transportation 
Service, Inc. 

ORDER TO snow CAUSE 

In the matter of Spentonbush Fuel 
Transportation Service, Inc.. Brooklyn. 
New York: order to show cause why the 
license for Radiotelephone Station 
WE-5512 should not be revoked; Docket 
No. 10926. 

There being under consideration the 
matter of certain alleged violations of 
the Commission’s rules in connection 
with the operation of Station WE-531- 
liccnsed to Spentonbush Fuel Transpor¬ 
tation Service. Inc.. Brooklyn. New York, 
aboard the vessel "J. A. Martin." 

It appearing, that notices of violations 
of the Commission's rules in connection 
with the operation of the station were 
given the licensee as follows: 

(a) Notice dated November 18, 19^3 
specifying that 

At 9:32 a. m.. e. s. t.. on November 6. 
1953. the transmitter of radio station 
WE-5512 radiated a strong second har¬ 
monic which was a potential source of 
interference to the aeronautical radio 
service on 5476 kc and a violation or 
5 8.108 of the Commission's rules. 
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It further appearing, that, despite a 
further notice, dated January II, 1954. 
calling attention to the foregoing notice 
of violations and the failure to reply 
thereto in acordance with $ 8.601 (a> of 
the Commission's rules, no explanation 
or other response has been received from 
the licensee: 

It is ordered . This 26th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1954. pursuant to the provisions of 
.section 312 <c> of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, that the said 
spentonbush Fuel Transportation Serv¬ 
ice, Inc.. Brooklyn, New York, show 
cause why the aforementioned license 
should not be revoked and appear and 
give evidence in respect thereto at a 
hearing ’ to be held before this Commis¬ 
sion at Washington. D. C.. on the 7th day 
of May 1954; 

It is further ordered. That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this order by regis¬ 
tered mail— return receipt requested 
to the said Spentonbush Fuel Transpor¬ 
tation Service. Inc., c/o Mr. Ro&siter. 
Diesel Vessel Operators. Inc.. 764 Court 
Street. Brooklyn 31. New York. 

Rtleased; March 2. 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal 1 Mary Jan* Morris. 

Secretary . 

[V. R. Doc. 64-1609; Piled. Mar. 9. 1954; 
6:52 a. m.| 


fDocket No. 10039) 

Altman Plastic Co. 

OIIDER ASSIGNING MATTES FOR HEARING 

In the matter of cease and desist order 
to be directed to Harold Altman and Sol 
Altman, tr/as Altman Plastic Com¬ 
pany. 464 Liberty Avenue. Brooklyn 7. 
New York: Docket No. 10939. 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the issuance of an order pur¬ 
suant to section 312 (b> of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended to 
Harold Altman and Sol Altman, tr/as 
Altman Plastic Company (hereinafter 
referred to as Altman Plastic Company > 
to cease and desist from violating Part 
18 of the Commission's rules by operat¬ 
ing electronic heating equipment which 


‘Section 1.402 of the Comm U* I on *i rules 
provides that in order to have the oppor¬ 
tunity to appear before the Commission at 
Ue lime and place specified in the order to 
•haw cause, the licensee shall within thirty 
days from the date of the receipt of 
this order submit a written statement In¬ 
arming the Commission whether said li¬ 
censee will appear at this hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence upon the matter specified, or 
whether the rights to such a hearing are 
waived. Waiver of the hearing may be ac¬ 
companied by a statement setting forth the 
reasons why the licensee believes that an 
<jrdtr of revocation should not be issued. A 
un ***©mpanlod by such a statement 

** deemed to be an admission of the 
■ legations specified In the order to show 
.Jf* Failure to respond to this order 
wumn the above-mentioned thirty (30) 
ml or fal,ur « appear at the hear- 

** deemed to be a waiver of the 
a bearing and an admission of the 
^Ration* specified in the order to show 


(1) Is the source of Interference to au¬ 
thorized radio services, and (2) is not 
certified or licensed in accordance with 
the Commission's rules; 

It appearing, that Altman Plastic 
Company operates in its plant at 464 
Liberty Avenue. Brooklyn. N. Y., certain 
industrial heating equipment operating 
on approximately 30 Me which is subject 
to the requirements of H 18.1, 18.2 <c>, 
18 3. 18.4, 18 21, 18.22. 18.23. 18.24 and 
18.41 through 18.49 of the Commission's 
rules; and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned equipment causes interfer¬ 
ence to an authorized radio communi¬ 
cation system operated by the United 
States Army in the vicinity of New York. 
N. Y. and to authorized radio communi¬ 
cations operated by the CAA at La 
Guardia and International Airports. New 
York, N. Y.; and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned equipment has not been cer¬ 
tified by a duly qualified engineer or the 
manufacturer of the equipment as re¬ 
quired by $ 18.22 of the Commission's 
rules, nor has the equipment been 
licensed pursuant to ) 18.41 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules; and 

It further appearing, that the above 
facts have been called to the attention 
of the Altman Plastic Company by the 
Commission both orally and In writing, 
and that the Company has been ac¬ 
corded an opportunity to demonstrate 
or achieve compliance with all lawful 
requirements but such demonstration 
has not been made and such compliance 
has not been accomplished: 

It is ordered , This 26th day of Febru¬ 
ary. 1954. pursuant to section 312 (c) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and pursuant to the Commis¬ 
sion's order of September 30. 1953, dele¬ 
gating authority to the Chief, Field 
Engineering and Monitoring Bureau to 
issue orders to show cause why cease and 
desist orders should not be issued with 
respect to Indutrial Scientific and Medi¬ 
cal Equipment, that the Altman Plastic 
Company be and is hereby directed to 
show cause why there should not be Is¬ 
sued an order commanding it to cease 
and desist from violating the provisions 
of Part 18 of the Commission's rules by 
operating industrial heating equipment 
without the certification or license re¬ 
quired by Part 18 of the Commission's 
rules, and by operating such equipment 
in a manner which causes Interference 
to authorized radio services; and 

It is further ordered , That a hearing 
in this matter be held in New York. N. Y. 
at 10: 00 a. m. v on the 7th day of April 
1954. In order to determine whether said 
cease and desist order should be issued, 
and that Altman Plastic Company is 
herewith called upon to appear at this 
hearing and give evidence upon the mat¬ 
ters specified herein; and 

It is further ordered , Pursuant to 
S 1.402 of the rules, that said Altman 
Plastic Company is directed to file with 
the Commission within thirty days of the 
receipt of this order a written appear¬ 
ance in triplicate, stating that the Com¬ 
pany will appear and present evidence 
on the matter specified in this order if 
the Company desires to avail itself of its 


opportunity to appear before the Com¬ 
mission. If said Altman Plastic Com¬ 
pany does not desire to appear before the 
Commission and give evidence on the 
matter specified herein, it shall, within 
thirty days of the receipt of this order, 
file with the Commission, in triplicate, 
a written waiver of hearing. Such 
waiver may be accompanied by a state¬ 
ment of reasons why Altman Plastic 
Company believes that a cease and desist 
order should not be issued, and 

It is further ordered , That failure of 
said Altman Plastic Company timely to 
respond to this order or failure to appear 
at the hearing designated herein will be 
deemed a waiver of hearing. 

Released: March 1, 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal! Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 64-1700; PUad. Mar. 9. 1954; 
8 : 52 a. m.) 


(Docket No. 109411 
Mils Products. Inc. 

order assigning scatter for hearing 

In the matter of cease and desist order 
to be directed to Mils Products. Incorpo¬ 
rated, 1142 Broad Street, Newark. New 
Jersey: Docket No. 10941. 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the issuance of an order pur¬ 
suant to section 312 (b> of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended, to Mils 
Products, Incorporated to cease and 
desist from violating Part 18 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules by operating electronic 
heating equipment which (I) is the 
source of interference to authorized 
radio services, and (2) is not certified 
or licensed in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission's rules; 

It appearing, that Mils Products. Inc. 
operates in its plant at 1142 Broad Street. 
Newark. New Jersey, certain industrial 
heating equipment operating on approx¬ 
imately 30 Me which is subject to the 
requirements of 19 18.1, 18.2 <c>. 18.3. 
18.4. 18.21, 18.22, 18.23, 18,24 and 18.41 
through 18.49 of the Commission's rules; 
and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned equipment causes interfer¬ 
ence to an authorized radio communica¬ 
tion system operated by the United 
States Army in the vicinity of New York, 
N. Y.; and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned equipment has not been cer¬ 
tified by a duly qualified engineer or the 
manufacturer of the equipment as re¬ 
quired by $ 18.22 of the Commission's 
rules, nor has the equipment been 
licensed pursuant to $ 18.41 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules; and 

It further appearing, that the above 
facts have been called to the attention 
of the Mils Products. Inc. by the Com¬ 
mission both orally and in writing, and 
that the Company has been accorded an 
opportunity to demonstrate or achieve 
compliance with all lawful requirements 
but such demonstration has not been 
made and such compliance has not been 
accomplished; 
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It Is ordered. This 26th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1954. pursuant to section 312 <c) of 
the Communications Act of 1034. as 
amended, and pursuant to the Commis¬ 
sion’s order of September 30. 1953, dele¬ 
gating authority to the Chief, Field En¬ 
gineering and Monitoring Bureau to 
issue orders to show cause why cease and 
desist orders should not be issued with 
respect to Industrial, Scientific and 
Medical Equipment, that Mils Products. 
Inc. be and is hereby directed to show 
cause why there should not be issued an 
order commanding it to cease and desLst 
from violating the provisions of Part 18 
of the Commission’s rules by operating 
industrial heating equipment without 
the certification or license required by 
Part 18 of the Commission’s rules, and 
by operating such equipment In a man¬ 
ner which causes interference to au¬ 
thorized radio services; and 

It is further ordered. That a hearing in 
this matter be held In New York, N. Y. 
at 10:00 a. m. on the 12th day of April 
1954. In order to determine whether said 
cease and desist order should be Issued, 
and that Mils Products, Inc. is herewith 
called upon to appear at this hearing 
and give evidence upon the matters 
specified herein: and 

It is further ordered. Pursuant to 
5 1.402 of the rules, that said Mils Prod¬ 
ucts. Inc. is directed to file with the Com¬ 
mission within thirty days of the receipt 
of this order a written appearance in 
triplicate, stating that the Company will 
appear and present evidence on the mat¬ 
ter specified in this order if the Company 
desires to avail itself of Its opportunity 
to appear before the Commission. If 
said Mils Products. Inc. does not desire 
to appear before the Commission and 
give evidence on the matter specified 
herein, it shall, within thirty days of the 
receipt of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission. in triplicate, a written waiver of 
hearing. Such waiver may be accom¬ 
panied by a statement of reasons why 
Mils Product's. Inc. believes that a cease 
and desist order should not be issued, 
and 

It is further ordered. That failure of 
said Mils Products, Inc. timely to re¬ 
spond to this order or failure to appear 
at the hearing designated herein will be 
deemed a waiver of hearing. 

Released: March 1. 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal 1 Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

IF. R. Doc. 54-1701; Filed. M*ir. 9. 1954; 
8:52 a. m J 


|Docket No. 10942) 

Joell Manufacturing Co. 

order assigning matter for hearing 

In the matter of cease and desist order 
to be directed to Murray Monschiks, 
tr/as Joell Manufacturing Company, 
2516 Atlantic Avenue. Brooklyn 1, New 
York; Docket No. 10942. 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the issuance of an order pur¬ 
suant to section 312 ib> of the 


Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, to Murray Menschiks tr/as 
Joell Manufacturing Company (herein¬ 
after referred to as Joell Manufacturing 
Company) to cease and desist from vio¬ 
lating Part 18 of the Commission’s rules 
by operating electronic heating equip¬ 
ment which <1> is the source of inter¬ 
ference to authorized radio services, and 
(2) is not certified or licensed in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules; 

It appearing, that Joell Manufacturing 
Company operates in its plant at 2516 
Atlantic Avenue, Brooklyn 7. New York, 
certain industrial heating equipment 
operating on approximately 30 Me which 
is subject to the requirements of il 18.1, 
18.2 <C), 18.3. 18.4. 18,21. 18.22, 18.23. 
18.24 and 18.41 through 18.40 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules: and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned equipment causes interfer¬ 
ence to an authorized radio communica¬ 
tion system operated by the United States 
Army in the vicinity of New York.-N. Y.; 
and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned equipment has not been cer¬ 
tified by a duly qualified engineer or the 
manufacturer of the equipment as re¬ 
quired by ( 18.22 of the Commission’s 
rules, nor has the equipment been 
licensed pursuant to i 18.41 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules; and 

It further appearing, that the above 
facts have been called to the attention of 
the Joell Manufacturing Company by the 
Commission both orally and in writing, 
and that the Company has been accorded 
an opportunity to demonstrate or achieve 
compliance with all lawful requirements 
but such demonstration has not been 
made and such compliance has not been 
accomplished; 

It is ordered. This 26th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1954, pursuant to section 312 (c) of 
the Communications Act of 1934. as 
amended, and pursuant to the Commis¬ 
sion’s order of September 30, 1953, 
delegating authority to the Chief, Field 
Engineering and Monitoring Bureau to 
issue orders to show cause why cease and 
desist orders should not be issued with 
respect to Industrial. Scientific and 
Medical Equipment, that the Joell Man¬ 
ufacturing Company be and is hereby 
directed to show cause why there should 
not be issued an order commanding it 
to cease and desist from violating the 
provisions of Part 18 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules by operating industrial heat¬ 
ing equipment without the certification 
or license required by Part 18 of the 
Commission's rules and by operating 
such equipment in a manner which 
causes interference to authorized radio 
services; and 

It is further ordered. That a hearing 
in this matter be held in New York. N. Y.. 
at 10: 00 a. m.. on the 14th day of April 
1954. in order to determine whether said 
cease and desist order should be issued, 
and that Joell Manufacturing Company 
is herewith called upon to appear at this 
hearing and give evidence upon the mat¬ 
ters specified herein; and 

It is further ordered. Pursuant to 
4 1.402 of the rules, that said Joell Man¬ 
ufacturing Company is directed to file 
with the Commission within thirty days 


of the receipt of this order a written 
appearance In triplicate, stating that the 
Company will appear and present evi¬ 
dence on the matter specified in this 
order if the Company desires to avail 
itself of Us opportunity to appear be- 
forc the Commission. If said Joell Man¬ 
ufacturing Company does not desire to 
appear before the Commission and give 
evidence on the matter specified here¬ 
in, it shall, within thirty days of the 
receipt of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission. in triplicate, a written waiver 
of hearing. Such waiver may be ac¬ 
companied by a statement of reasons 
why Joell Manufacturing Company be¬ 
lieves that a cease and desist onlcr 
should not be issued, and 

It is further ordered , That failure of 
said Joell Manufacturing Company 
timely to respond to tills order or failure 
to appear at the hearing designated 
herein will be deemed a waiver of 
hearing. 

Released: March 1. 1954. 

Federal Communicates 
Commission, 

l seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 54-1702; Filed. Mat. 9. 19M; 
8:52 a. m | 


(Docket No. 109431 
Klein Products Co., Inc. 

ORDER ASSIGNING MATTER FOR HEARING 

In the matter of cease and desist order 
to be directed to Klein Products Com¬ 
pany. Inc.. 47 Great Jones Street. New 
York 12. New York; Docket No. 10943. 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the issuance of on order pur¬ 
suant to section 312 (b) of f * 1 - c 

Communications Act of 1934. a* 
amended, to Klein Products Company, 
Incorporated (hereinafter referred to ns 
Klein Products) to cease and desist from 
violating Part 18 of the Commission s 
rules by operating electronic heating 
equipment which (1) is the source of 
interference to authorized radio services, 
and (2) is not certified or licensed in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s rules; 

It appearing, that Klein Products 
operates in its plant at 47 Great Jones 
Street. New York 12, New York, certain 
industrial heating equipment operating 
on approximately 30 Me which is sub¬ 
ject to the requirements of S9 18 . 1 , 18^ 
<c>. 18.3. 18.4. 18.21, 18.22, 18.23, 18.-4 
and 18.41 through 18.49 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules; and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned equipment causes interfer¬ 
ence to an authorized radio communica¬ 
tion system operated by the United 
States Army in the vicinity of New York, 
N. Y.: and 

It further appearing, that the afore¬ 
mentioned equipment has not been cer¬ 
tified by a duly Qualified engineer or uie 
manufacturer of the equipment as re¬ 
quired by 5 18.22 of the Commission s 
rules, nor has the equipment been - 
censed pursuant to 1 18.41 of the Com- 

mietinn'K nilp*’ find 
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It further appearing, that the above 
facts have been called to the attention 
of Klein Products by the Commission 
both orally and in writing, and that the 
Company has been accorded an oppor¬ 
tunity to demonstrate or achieve com¬ 
pliance with all lawful requirements but 
such demonstration has not been made 
and such compliance has not been 
accomplished; 

It is ordered , This 26th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1954, pursuant to section 312 <c> of 
the Communications Act of 1934. as 
amended, and pursuant to the Commis¬ 
sion's order of September 30. 1953, dele¬ 
gating authority to the Chief, Field 
Engineering and Monitoring Bureau to 
issue orders to show cause why cease and 
desist orders should not be issued with 
respect to Industrial, Scientific and Med¬ 
ical Equipment, that Klein Products be 
and is hereby directed to show cause why 
there should not be Issued an order com¬ 
manding it to cease and desist from vio¬ 
lating the provisions of Part 18 of the 
Commission's rules by operating indus¬ 
trial heating equipment without the cer¬ 
tification or license required by Part 18 
of the Commission’s rules, and by oper¬ 
ating such equipment in a manner which 
causes interference to authorized radio 
services; and 

It is further ordered , That a hearing in 
this matter be held in New York. N. Y. 
at 10:00 a. m.. on the 16th day of April 
1954. in order to determine whether said 
cease and desist order should be issued, 
and that Klein Products is herewith 
called upon to appear at this hearing and 
give evidence upon the matters specified 
herein; and 

it is further ordered , Pursuant to 
5 1 402 of the rules, that said Klein 
Products Is directed to file with the 
Commission within thirty days of the re¬ 
ceipt of this order a written appearance 
in triplicate, stating that the Company 
will appear and present evidence on the 
matter specified in this order if the Com¬ 
pany desires to avail itself of its oppor¬ 
tunity to appear before the Commission. 
If said Klein Products does not desire to 
appear before the Commission and give 
evidence on the matter specified herein, 
it shall, within thirty days of the receipt 
of this order, file with the Commission, 
to triplicate, a written waiver of hearing. 
Such waiver may be accompanied by & 
statement of reasons why Klein Products 
believes that a cease and desist order 
should not be issued, and 

!t k further ordered , That failure of 
*a«i Klein Products timely to respond to 
Urn order or failure to appear at the 
hearing designated herein will be deemed 
ft waiver of hearing. 

Released; March 1, 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary, 

ir n - Doc- 54-1703: Piled. Mar. 9. 19M; 
8:52 a. m.| 


fDocket No. 10944J 

Port Huron Broadcasting Co. (WLEW) 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATION rOR 
HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re application of Harmon LeRoy 
Stevens. Herman LeRoy. Stevens and 
John F. Wismer d/b as Port Huron 
Broadcasting Company (WLEW), Bad 
Axe. Michigan; for construction permit; 
Docket No. 10944, File No. BP-3958. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington. D. C.. on the 3d day of 
March 1954; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-entitled application 
of Port Huron Broadcasting Company, 
licensee of Station WLEW (1540 kc. 250 
w. daytime only) in Bad Axe. Michigan, 
for a construction permit to change fre¬ 
quency and operate both night and day; 
and 

It appearing, that the applicant is 
legally, financially, technically and 
otherwise qualified to operate the pro¬ 
posed station, but that operating as pro¬ 
posed. Station WLEW would cause inter¬ 
ference to and receive interference from 
Station WEXL, Royal Oak, Michigan 
(1340 kc. 250 w. U) and Station WBBC. 
Flint, Michigan (1330 kc. 1 kw, DA. 0) 
and would foil to comply with the provi¬ 
sions of the Standards of Good Engineer¬ 
ing Practice with respect to providing the 
recommended minimum of interference- 
free service to the area within the sta¬ 
tion's proposed normally protected day¬ 
time contour (0.5 mv/m); and 

It further appearing, that pursuant to 
section 309 <b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, the applicant 
was advised by letter dated January 13. 
1954. of the aforementioned deficiencies 
and that the Commission was unable to 
conclude that a grant of the application 
would be in the public interest: and 

It further appearing, that the Com¬ 
mission after consideration of the reply 
of the applicant requesting a hearing and 
the opposition of Station WEXL, Royal 
Oak. Michigan, is still of the opinion that 
a hearing is necessary; 

ft is ordered . That pursuant to section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act. as 
amended, the said application is desig¬ 
nated for hearing at a time and place to 
be specified in a subsequent order, upon 
the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which may be expected to gain or 
lose primary service from the proposed 
operation of the station, and the avail¬ 
ability of other primary service to such 
areas and populations. 

2. To determine whether the proposed 
operation of Station WLEW would in¬ 
volve objectional interference with Sta¬ 
tion WEXL. Royal Oak. Michigan, and 
Station WBBC. Flint, Michigan, and. if 
so. the nature and extent thereof, the 
areas and populations affected thereby, 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

3. To determine whether the installa¬ 
tion and proposed operation of the sta¬ 
tion would be in compliance with the 
Commission's rules and Standards of 


Good Engineering Practice concerning 
Standard Broadcast Stations with par¬ 
ticular reference to providing the recom¬ 
mended minimum of interference-free 
service to the area within the station’s 
proposed normally protected daytime 
contour (0.5 mv/m). 

It is further ordered. That Sparks 
Broadcasting Company, licensee of Sta¬ 
tion WEXL. Royal Oak. Michigan, and 
Booth Radio and Television Stations, 
Inc., licensee of Station WBBC. Flint. 
Michigan, are made parties to said 
hearing. 

Released: March 5. 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

|P. R. Doc. 64-1704: Filed. Mar. 9, 1954; 
8:63 a. m.J 


[Docket No. 10945 ] 

Carthage Broadcasting Co. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATION rOR 
HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re application of Lloyd C. McKen- 
ney & John J. Daly d/b as Carthage 
Broadcasting Company. Fort Scott. Kan¬ 
sas; for construction permit; Docket No. 
10945, File No. BP-8948. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington. D. C. on the 4th day of 
March 1954; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration a pleading entitled "Petition 
for Reconsideration and Hearing" filed 
on February 18. 1954 "pursuant to the 
provisions of Sections 405 and 309 of the 
Communications Act of 1934" by William 
R. Tedrick. licensee of Station KWRT, 
Boonviile. Missouri requesting the Com¬ 
mission to reconsider its action of 
January 27. 1954 In granting the above- 
entitled application of Carthage Broad¬ 
casting Company for construction permit 
for a new station at Fort Scott. Kansas to 
operate on 1370 kc, 500 watts, daytime 
only, and to designate said application 
for hearing with the petitioner made a 
party thereto; 

It appearing, that the engineering af¬ 
fidavit, together with supporting field in¬ 
tensity measurements attached to the 
KWRT protest, indicates that the pro¬ 
posed Fort Scott operation will cause ob¬ 
jectionable interference to KWRT and 
that the Commission's further study of 
the matter, including an analysis of the 
field Intensity measurements submitted 
by the KWRT. also indicates that the 
proposed Fort Scott operation will cause 
objectionable interference to KWRT; 

It is ordered . That pursuant to section 
309 (c) of the Communications Act of 
1934. as amended, the above-entitled ap¬ 
plication of Cartilage Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany is designated for hearing at the 
offices of the Commission in Washington. 
D. C on April 6th. 1954 at 10; 00 a. m., 
upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which may be expected to gain 
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or lose primary service from the opera¬ 
tion of the proposed station and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

2. To determine whether the opera¬ 
tion of the proposed Fort Scott station 
-would involve objectionable interference 
with Station KWRT. Boonville. Missouri 
and. if so. the nature and extent thereof, 
the areas and populations affected there¬ 
by. and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

It is further ordered , That the burden 
of proceeding with the introduction of 
evidence and the burden of proof is 
placed upon Carthage Broadcasting 
Company; 

It is further ordered. That William R. 
Tedrick, licensee of Station KWRT, 
Boonville. Missouri, Is made a party to 
the proceeding; 

It is further ordered. That the above- 
described pleading of William R. Tedrick 
is granted; 

It is further ordered, That the effective 
date of the Commission’s action of 
January 27, 1954, in granting the above- 
entitled application of Carthage Broad¬ 
casting Company is stayed pending the 
conclusion of the aforementioned hear¬ 
ing. 

Released: March 5, 1954. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

I seal 1 Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|F. R. Doc. 54-1705; Filed. Mar. 9. 1054; 
8:53 a. m.| 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

|Docket Nob. 0-1142. 0-1508. 0-2010, 0-2074, 
0-2210. 0-2220. 0-2378J 

United Gas Pipe Line Co. 

ORDER RECONVENING HEARING 

On July 20. 1953, the hearing in the 
consolidated proceedings at Docket Nos. 
G-1142. 0-1508. G-2019, G-2074. and G- 
2210, was recessed by the Presiding Ex¬ 
aminer subject to further order of the 
Commission, United Gas Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany (United) having completed its 
direct case at Docket Nos. G-2019, G~ 
2074, and G-2210 and having rested. 

Subsequently, by orders issued July 31, 
1953. and March 1, 1954, respectively, 
proceedings at Docket Nos. G-2220 and 
G-2378 were consolidated with the fore¬ 
going proceedings. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and appropriate to carry out the provi¬ 
sions of the Natural Gas Act, and it is in 
the public interest that the procedure 
hereinafter prescribed shall be followed 
at the hearing in order to conduct these 
proceedings with reasonable dispatch. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The hearing in the above-entitled 
consolidated proceedings be reconvened 
on March 23. 1954, at 10:00 o. m., in a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington, D. C. 

(B) In addition to the procedural re¬ 
quirements of the orders issued herein 
on November 28, 1952, and July 31.1953, 
with respect to the order of presentation 
oX evidence. United shall go forward and 


complete its direct case at Docket No. 
0-2378 before cross-examination is un¬ 
dertaken of United’s presentations in the 
consolidated proceedings. 

Adopted: March 3. 1954. 

Issued: March 5. 1954. 

By the Commission. 

[seal) Leon M. Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 54-1681; Filrd. Max. 0, 1054; 
8:40 a. m.j 


|Docket Nos. G 2332, 0-2333] 

Arkansas-Oxlahoma Gas Co. and Fort 
Smith Gas Coup. 

NOTICE OF TIN DINGS AND ORDER 

March 4. 1954. 

In the matters of Arkansas-Oklahoma 
Gas Company, Docket No. G-2332; Fort 
Smith Gas Corporation. Docket No. G- 
2333. 

Notice is hereby given that on March 
1, 1954. the Federal Power Commission 
issued its order adopted March 1. 1954, 
in the above-entitled matters, issuing a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity to Fort Smith Gas Corporation, 
Docket No. G-2333 to acquire certain 
natural gas facilities approved for aban¬ 
donment by Arkasas-Oklahama Gas 
Company, Docket No. G-2332. 

I seal! Leon M. Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

|F. R. Doc. 54-1683; Filed. Mar. 0. 1054; 
8:45 a. m.J 


(Docket No. E-S4821 
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. 

ORDER DENYING MOTIONS TO ENLARGE RECORD 
WITHOUT HEARING AND SITTING FURTHER 
HEARING 

Upon consideration of the motions 
and responses filed by Pacific Gas and 
Electric Company November 16. 1953, 
December 28, 1953, and March 1, 1954; 
by Sierra Pacific Power Company Janu¬ 
ary 4, 1954. and February 18, 1954; and 
by Staff Counsel March 1. 1954. includ¬ 
ing the objections made to requests for 
enlarging the record without a further 
hearing, the Commission finds it ap¬ 
propriate in carrying out the provisions 
of the Federal Power Act, to order as 
hereinafter provided. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The requests for receipt in evi¬ 
dence without further hearing of prof¬ 
fered exhibits in addition to the record 
made at the hearing which was con¬ 
cluded May 1, 1953, are hereby denied 
without prejudice to the reoffering there¬ 
of at the further hearing to be held as 
hereinafter provided for. 

<B> The record in this proceeding be 
and the same Is hereby reopened and a 
further hearing set to commence at 10 
a. m., e. s. t., March 23.1954, in the Com¬ 
mission’s hearing room at 441 G Street 
NW., Washington, D. C., such further 
hearing to be limited to the receipt of 
evidence relating to the answering of the 


questions set forth in the Commission Vj 
order issued September 21, 1953. 

Adopted: March 3. 1954. 

Issued: March 5. 1954. 

By the Commission. 

(seal) Leon M. Fuquay. 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doe. 54-1680: Filed. Mar. 9, 1054; 
8:48 a. xn.) 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION 

Secretary of Defense 

DKLECAYION Or AUTHORITY WITH RESPIrT 

TO APPLICATION OF ARKANSAS-LOUIMaNA 

GAS CO. FOR AUTH9RJTY TO INCREASE CAS 

RATES 

1. Pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tions 201 (a) (4) and 205 (d> and te) of 
the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949. 63 Stat. 377, as 
amended, authority to represent the in¬ 
terests of the executive agencies of the 
Federal Government in the matter of 
Application of Arkansas-Louislana Gas 
Company for Authority to Increase Gas 
Rates. Docket No. 6445, before the Loui¬ 
siana Public Service Commission, and 
Docket No. U-903. before the Arkam^s 
Public Service Commission, is hereby 
delegated to the Secretary of Defense. 

2. The Secretary of Defense is hereby 
authorized to redclegatc any of the au¬ 
thority contained herein to any officer, 
official, or employee of the Department 
of Defense. 

3. The authority conferred herein 
shall be exercised in accordance with 
the policies, procedures and controls pre¬ 
scribed by the General Services Admin¬ 
istration, and shall further be exercised 
in cooperation with the responsible offi¬ 
cers, officials, and employees of such 
Administration. 

4. This delegation of authority shall 
be effective immediately. 

Dated: March 5. 1954. 

Edmund F. Mansure, 
Administrator. 

|F. R. Doc. 54-1728; Filed. Mar." 8, IW. 

4:38 p. m | 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(File No. 1-28321 
Hinde L Dauch Paper Co. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION TO STRIKE IWOM 
LISTING AND REGISTRATION. AND OF OP¬ 
PORTUNITY FOR HEARING 

March 4. 1054. 

The New York Stock Exchange, pur- 
suant to section 12 <d> of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule X-12U-J- 
1 <b> promulgated thereunder, hasmade 
application to strike from M*Ung a 
registration the Common Stock. S10 
Value, of The Hinde * Dauch Paperca 
The application alleges that the rea 
sons for striking this security from list 
lng and registration on this cxcl. 
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(H As a result of acceptance by 
holders of 947.796 shares of the above 
security of an offer to exchange each of 
their shares for shares of $5 Par 
Value Common Stock of the West Vir¬ 
ginia Pulp and Paper Company, there 
remained outstanding in the hands of 
the public on January 18. 1954, 4,962 
shares of the above security in the hands 
of 62 shareholders other than West Vir¬ 
ginia Pulp and Paper Company. 

<2) Further dealings on applicant ex- 
change in the above security are inad¬ 
visable in view of the small amount 
thereof outstanding in the hands of the 
public after deducting concentrated 
holdings by West Virginia Pulp and 
Paper Company, and in view of the in¬ 
adequacy of the distribution of the issue 
when considered in the Ught of the small 
indicated aggregate market value of the 
issue outstanding in the hands of other 
than West Virginia Pulp and Paper Com¬ 
pany. 

Upon receipt of a request, prior to 
April 1, 1954, from any interested person 
I for a hearing in regard to terms to be 
imposed upon the delisting of this se¬ 
curity. the Commission will determine 
whether to set the matter down for hear¬ 
ing. Such request should state briefly 
the nature of the interest of the person 
requesting the hearing and the position 
he proposes to take at the hearing with 
respect to imposition of terms or con¬ 
ditions. In addition, any interested 
person may submit his views or any addi¬ 
tional facts bearing on this application 
by means of a letter addressed to the 
Secretary of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission. Washington. D. C. If no 
one requests a hearing on this matter, 
this application will be determined by 
order of the Commission on the basis of 
the facts stated in the application, and 
other information contained in the offi¬ 
cial file of the Commission pertaining 
to this matter. 

By the Commission. 

Iseal] Nell ye A. Thors en. 

Assistant Secretary. 

(P. n. Doc. 64-1664: Filed, Mat. 9. 1954; 

8:45 a. m.J 


[File No. 70-3210) 

Columbia Oas System, Inc. 
notice and order for hearing regarding 

ISSUANCE AND SALE OF SUBORDINATED 
INDENTURES CONVERTIBLE INTO COMMON 

STOCK 


March 4. 1954. 

The Columbia Gas System. Inc. (“Co¬ 
lumbia**) . a registered holding company, 
has flied a declaration with the Commis¬ 
sion pursuant to the Public Utility Hold- 
Company Act of 1935 ("act") desig¬ 
nating sections 6 and 7 of the act and 
£uie U-50 promulgated thereunder as 
|ng applicable to the proposed trans- 
cuons, which are summarized as fol- 


-S&S* proposes to offer to its 
i&°i ders r teht to purchase 

w.000,000 Principal amount of Subordi- 
ea Debentures, convertible into 
Ues common stock, without par 


value, of Columbia on and after January 
1, 1955 to and including December 31, 
1958, except that only $25,000,000 princi¬ 
pal amount would be accepted for con¬ 
version during the year 1955. 

It is proposed that the offer will be 
made to stockholders of record on or 
about April 21. 1954. and will give such 
stockholders the right to subscribe, at 
100 percent of principal amount, for 
Subordinated Debentures on the basis of 
$100 principal amount of such deben¬ 
tures for each thirty-six (36) shares of 
common stock held of record. The sub¬ 
scription rights will be evidenced by 
transferable Registered Warrants which 
will be issued to stockholders as soon as 
practicable after favorable Commission 
action in respect of the present proposal. 
The Subordinated Debentures will be 
issued only in multiples of $100 principal 
amount. 

Columbia's offer to its stockholders Is 
to be underwritten and Columbia pro¬ 
poses to publicly invite sealed bids on or 
about April 13. 1954. for the purchase of 
such principal amount of the Subordi¬ 
nated Debentures as are not disposed of 
pursuant to the stockholders offering. 
Columbia will notify the prospective bid¬ 
ders prior to the time specified for the 
opening of bids of the coupon rate and 
the price at which the Subordinated De¬ 
bentures may be converted into common 
stock. 

The Subordinated Debentures are to 
be issued under an Indenture from Co¬ 
lumbia to Chemical Bank & Trust Com¬ 
pany. are to be dated as of May 10. 1954, 
are to mature May 10, 1964, and Interest 
will be payable semi-annually on May 
10. and November 10 of each year. 

The Subordinated Debentures are to be 
subordinated to all Senior Indebtedness 
of Columbia in the event of any distribu¬ 
tion of assets of Columbia upon any dis¬ 
tribution, winding up. liquidation or 
reorganization of the company. Senior 
Indebtedness is defined in the indenture 
as; 

(!) All debentures Issued or to be Issued 
and from time to time outstanding under 
the Indenture dated as of June 2. 1950. as 
from time to time supplemented or 
amended, between the Company and Guar¬ 
anty Trust Company of New York, as 
Trustee; and 

(II) Any other indebtedness of the Com¬ 
pany. other than Indebtedness evidenced by 
the Debentures, unless by Its terms U Is pro¬ 
vided that such Indebtedness Is not senior 
to the Debentures. 

According to Columbia, the proposed 
Issue and sale of $50,000,000 of Subordi¬ 
nated Debentures constitutes the first 
step in its overall financing program for 
1954 involving the subsequent issue and 
sale of an additional $80,000,000 of 
8enior Debentures, the proceeds of which 
financings are to cover the cost of net 
construction expenditures of approxi¬ 
mately $105,000,000 and to repay a $25.- 
000,000 bank loan maturing on Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1954. 

Columbia states that the $80,000,000 of 
Senior Debentures must be sold later in 
1954 and that such sales will probably be 
made in two issues of $40,000,000 each, 
the proceeds of the last issue to be used, 
in port, to repay the $25,000,000 bank 
loan. It is Columbia's present intention 


to file a declaration with the Commission 
regarding the issue and sale of $40.- 
000,000 of Senior Debentures, or such 
lesser amount as may be issuable under 
existing indenture restrictions, early in 
June 1954. Columbia anticipates the 
filing of a further declaration with the 
Commission during 1954 regarding the 
borrowing of $35,000,000 from commer¬ 
cial banks on a short-term basis to pro¬ 
vide funds for the purchasing of gas for 
current inventory purposes. 

Columbia further states that it is faced 
with the problem of flnanclng the largest 
construction program the System has yet 
experienced in any one year and at¬ 
tributes the necessity of an expenditure 
of in excess of $100,000,000 to the cost 
of constructing facilities to transport and 
distribute natural gas which one of Co¬ 
lumbia's subsidiary companies is under 
contract to purchase. In this connec¬ 
tion, it is stated that about 2 Va years ago 
it became apparent that the Columbia 
System could not look to Us present 
southwest suppliers of gas for the addi¬ 
tional gas which would be required to 
meet the demands of the System's mar¬ 
kets. Accordingly, a Columbia subsid¬ 
iary. United Fuel Gas Company 
(•’United"), began contracting for gas in 
southern Louisiana and also contracted 
with Gulf Interstate Gas Company 
("Gulf"), a newly formed and non- 
affiliated pipeline company, to transport 
such gas for it. After gas contracts, 
sufficient to insure average dally deliv¬ 
eries of 300 million cubic feet for a peiiod 
of at least 20 years, had been obtained, 
a certificate was Issued by the Federal 
Power Commission to Gulf for the con¬ 
struction of its pipeline. The line has 
now been partially completed and dellv- 
les of gas to the Columbia System will 
begin in the fall of 1954. The line will 
have an Initial capacity of 375 milUon 
cubic feet per day and when fully pow¬ 
ered the capacity will be increased to 560 
million cubic feet per day. Under its gas 
purchase and its Gulf contracts. United 
is obligated to take or pay for stipulated 
quantities of gas and to reimburse Gulf 
for its cost of service In connection with 
the operation of the latter’s pipeline. 
According to Columbia, at the present 
time United, under these contracts, has 
assumed a minimum annual obligation 
of approximately 30 million dollars. Co¬ 
lumbia further states that United's obli¬ 
gation as well as the necessity of making 
additional supplies of gas available to 
the System’s markets makes it impera¬ 
tive that the facilities needed by the Sys¬ 
tem to handle the gas to be delivered by 
Gulf be built and that the funds be pro¬ 
vided to cover the cost of constructing 
such facilities. 

It appearing to the Commission that 
it is appropriate in the public interest 
and in the interest of investors and 
consumers that a public hearing be held 
with respect to said declaration, and that 
said declaration should not be permitted 
to become effective except pursuant to 
further order of this Commission: 

It is ordered . That a hearing on said 
declaration, pursuant to the applicable 
sections of the act and the rules there¬ 
under. be held on March 22. 1954. at 10 
a. m.. at the offices of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, 425 Second 
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Street NW., Washington 25, D. C. in such 
room os may be designated on that da to 
by the hearing room clerk in Hoorn 193. 
Any person desiring to be heard, or 
otherwise wishing to participate, in the 
proceedings shall file with the Secretary 
of the Commission on or before March 
18. 1954. a written request relative 
thereto as provided by Rule XVII of the 
Commission’s rules of practice. 

It is further ordered , That Edward C. 
Johnson or any other officer or officers 
of the Commission designated by it for 
that purpose shall preside at the hear¬ 
ing in such matter. The officer so desig¬ 
nated is hereby authorized to exercise 
all powers granted to the Commission 
under section 18 (c> of said act and to 
a hearing officer under the Commission’s 
rules of practice. 

The Division of Corporate Regulation 
of the Commission having advised the 
Commission that it has made a prelimi¬ 
nary examination of the declaration and 
that, upon the basis thereof, the follow¬ 
ing matters and questions are presented 
for consideration, without prejudice to 
its specifying additional matters or 
questions upon further examination: 

1. Whether the proposed issuance and 
gale of Subordinated Debentures, Reg¬ 
istered Warrants and shares of common 
stock. In the event of conversion, are 
solely for necessary and urgent corpor¬ 
ate purposes of Columbia. 

2. Whether the issuance and sale of 
the type of a security enumerated in 
section 7 (c) <1) of the act (a common 
stock or a secured bond, etc.) in lieu of 
the proposed Subordinated Debentures 
would impose an unreasonable financial 
burden upon Columbia and are not 
necessary or appropriate in the public 
Interest or for the protection of inves¬ 
tors or consumers. 

3. Whether adverse findings are re¬ 
quired under the standards of section 
7 (d) of the act in respect of the adapt¬ 
ability of the proposed securities to the 
security structure of Columbia and its 
subsidiary companies and in respect of 
the earning power of Columbia. 

4. Whether financing by the Issuance 
and sale of the proposed securities Is 
necessary or appropriate to the econom¬ 
ical and efficient operation of the busi¬ 
ness in which Columbia lawfully is en¬ 
gaged or has an Interest. 

5. Whether the fees, commissions, or 
other remuneration to be paid In con¬ 
nection with the issue, sale, or distri¬ 
bution of the proposed securities are 
reasonable. 

6. Whether the terms and conditions 
of the Issue or sale of the proposed se¬ 
curities aro detrimental to the public 
interest or the Interest of Investors or 
consumers. 

7. Whether the proposed accounting 
treatment of the transactions is proper 
and in conformity with sound accounting 
principles. 

8. Generally, whether the proposed 
transactions are in all respects in the 
public interest and in the interest of 
investors and consumers and consistent 
with all applicable requirements of the 


act and rules and regulations thereunder, 
and if not, what modifications or terms 
and conditions should be required or 
imposed to meet such requirements. 

It is further ordered. That particular 
attention be directed at said hearing to 
the foregoing matters and questions. 

It is further ordered , That the Secre¬ 
tary of this Commission shall serve no¬ 
tice of the aforesaid hearing by mailing 
copies of this notice and order by regis¬ 
tered mail to Columbia, Federal Power 
Commission. Guaranty Trust Company 
of New York, Trustee, Kentucky Public 
Service Commission. Maryland Public 
Service Commission. New York Public 
Service Commission, Ohio Public Utili¬ 
ties Commission, Pennsylvania Public 
Utility Commission. Virginia State Cor¬ 
poration Commission and West Virginia 
Public Service Commission, and that no¬ 
tice shall be given to all other persons by 
a general release of this Commission 
which shall be distributed to the press 
and mailed to persons on the mailing list 
of this Commission for releases under 
the act: and that further notice be given 
to ail persons by publication of a copy of 
this notice and order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Nell ye A. Thorsen, 

Assistant Secretary . 

|F. R. Doc. 54-1865; Filed, Mar. 9. 1954; 

8:45 a- m.J 


(Pile No. 70-3184| 

West Penn Electric Co. and Potomac 
Edison Co. 

orded permitting declaration to become 

EFFECTIVE REGARDING TRANSFER BY REG¬ 
ISTERED HOLDING COMPANY TO PUBLIC- 
UTILITY SUBSIDIARY OF CAPITAL STOCK OF 
NON-UTILITY COMPANY 

March 4, 1954. 

The West Penn Electric Company 
(''West Penn”), a registered holding 
company, and The Potomac Edison 
Company ('Potomac’*), a public-utility 
subsidiary of West Penn, have filed a 
joint application-declaration, and an 
amendment thereto, pursuant to sections 

9. 10. and 12 of the Public Utility Hold¬ 
ing Company Act of 1935 (“act") and 
Rule U-45 thereunder regarding the fol¬ 
lowing proposed transactions : 

West Penn owns all of the outstanding 
capital stock of White Star Lines, Inc. 
(“White Star”), consisting of 2,100 
shares of common stock of the par value 
of $100 per share. White Star, a Penn¬ 
sylvania corporation, operates motor ve¬ 
hicles primarily for the transportation 
of passengers. White Star is directed 
and supervised from the office of Poto¬ 
mac in Hagerstown. Maryland, together 
with The Blue Ridge Transportation 
Company ("Blue Ridge”), a wholly- 
owned subsidiary of Potomac, and Penn 
Bus Company ("Penn Bus”), a 50 per¬ 
cent owned subsidiary of West Penn (the 
other 50 percent of its capital stock being 
owned by Pennsylvania Greyhound 


Lines, Inc., a non-affiliate), as a unified 
and coordinated bus system under the 
name of “Blue Ridge lines”. 

West Penn proposes to transfer to 
Potomac, as and for a contribution to 
the capital of Potomac, and Potomac 
proposes to acquire, all of the outstand¬ 
ing capital stock of White Star. Ap¬ 
plicant and declarant represent that the 
proposed transactions will result in fur¬ 
ther simplification of the West Penn 
holding-company system and will facili¬ 
tate the sale of the properties of White 
6tar. Blue Ridge and Penn Bus. 

West Penn has advised the Commis¬ 
sion that expenses to be incurred will be 
nominal, consisting principally of legal 
fees of $200 and stock transfer stamp 
taxes of $147. 

Due notice having been given of the 
filing of said amended application-dec¬ 
laration, and a hearing thereon not hav¬ 
ing been requested of or ordered by the 
Commission; the Commission finding 
that the applicable provisions of the act 
and the rules promulgated thereunder 
are satisfied: and it appearing to the 
Commission that said amended applica¬ 
tion-declaration should be granted and 
permitted to become effective: 

It is hereby ordered . Pursuant to Rule 
U-23 and the applicable provisions of the 
act that the said amended application- 
declaration be. and the same hereby is, 
granted and permitted to become effec¬ 
tive forthwith, subject to the terms and 
conditions contained in Rule U-24. 

By the Commission, 

[seal] Nell ye A. Thorsttl 

Assistant Secretary. 

|F. R. Doc. 54-1666; Filed. Mat. 9. 1JM; 

8:46 A m .\ 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

|S B A. Pool Request No 51 
W L S Surgical Instrument Cosr. 

ADDITIONAL COMPANY ACCEPTING REQUEST 
TO PARTICIPATE IN OPERATIONS Of SMALL 
MANUFACTURERS COOPERATIVE OP BRIDGE¬ 
PORT, CONNECTICUT 

Pursuant to section 708 of the Defence 
Production Act of 1950. as amended, the 
name of the following company which 
has accepted the request to participate 
In the operations of the Small Manufac¬ 
turers Cooperative of Bridgeport, Con¬ 
necticut. Is herewith published The 
original list of companies accepting sunn 
request was published on February 16. 
1952. in 17 P. R. 1509. 

WAS Surgical Instrument Corporate 
338 BUbop Avenue, Bridgeport 8. 
necUcut 

(See 708. 64 Stat. 818; 50 V. 8. C. App 3153; 
E O. 10493. Oct. 16. 1953, 18 F. R. 6563) 

Dated: March 3. 1954. 

Wendell B. Barnes. 

Administrator- 

IP. R. Doc. 54-1667; Filed. Mai. 9. 

8:46 a. m | 








Wednesday, March 10, 1051 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[4th Sec. Application 28972) 

Scrap Iron Prom Chicago. III., to 
Hamilton, Ont. 

application for relief 

March 4. 1954. 

The Commission is in receipt of the 
above-entitled and numbered applica¬ 
tion for relief from the long-and-short- 
haul provision of section 4 (1) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. 

Piled by: H. R. Hinsch, Alternate 
Auent. for carriers parties to schedules 
listed below. 

Commodities involved: Scrap iron and 

steel, carloads. 

From: Chicago, HI, and points taking 
same rates. 

To: Hamilton. Ont. 

Grounds for relief: Competition with 
rail carriers, competition with water car¬ 
riers. 

Schedules filed containing proposed 

rates: 



Surflde* 

I. C. C. 


mvut No, 

No. 

Baltimore and Ohio R. R . 

t'hrtipaH and Ohio Rjr . 

32 

82 

2VH5 

KKJM 

Chfeofa. Scmih Shore and South 

Ikod ft. R. . 

12 

104 

ttftn Joliet and Rartom Ry_ _ 

1 rirk.lt . : _ 

7 

A 

2324 

A-7WI7 

Trunk Weaiero R. R . 

127 

A-2900 

New York Central It. R .. 

M 

1200 

,Srw York, Chtaafoacid St. Louto 


U. R . . 

» 

AIQA 

I ••Tir.i i U unla It. R . 

»«2 

210ft 

Vi tt. R .. 

2 2 

707J 


* Efleetlyt April 1W4. 


Any interested person desiring the 
Commission to hold a hearing upon such 
application shall request the Commis¬ 
sion in writing so to do within 15 days 
from the date of this notice. As pro¬ 
vided by the general rules of practice of 
the Commission, Rule 73, persons other 
lhan applicants should fairly disclose 
their interest, and the position they in¬ 
tend to take at the hearing with respect 
to the application. Otherwise the Com¬ 
mission, in its discretion, may proceed 
to investigate and determine the matters 
involved in such application without 
further or formal hearing. If because 
of an emergency a grant of temporary 
Rlief is found to be necessary before 
the expiration of the 15-day period, a 
hearing, upon a request filed within that 
Period, may be held subsequently. 

By the Commission. 

fsEALl George W. Laird, 

Secretary. 

I p - R- Doc. 54-1640; Filed, Mur. 8. 1954; 

8:47 a. m.1 


14th Sec. Application 28977) 

' Coa ™ °* Imfregnated. From 
Wisconsin to Central and Trunk-Line 

itHRITORUs 

application for relief 

March 5. 1954. 

Commission is in receipt of the 
°°'e-entiUed and numbered applica¬ 
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tion for relief from the long-and-short- 
haul provision of section 4 (I) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. 

Filed by: W. J. Prueter, Agent, for 
carriers parties to his tariffs I. C. C. Nos. 
A-3715 and A-3940. pursuant to fourth- 
section order No. 17220. 

Commodities involved: Paper, coated 
or impregnated, carloads. 

From: Points in Wisconsin. 

TO: Specified points in central and 
trunk-line territories. 

Grounds for relief: Competition with 
rail carriers and circuitous routes. 

Any interested person desiring the 
Commission to hold a hearing upon 
such application shall request the Com¬ 
mission in writing so to do within 15 
days from the date of this notice. As 
provided by the general rules of practice 
of the Commission. Rule 73, persons 
other than applicants should fairly dis¬ 
close their interest, and the position they 
intend to take at the hearing with re¬ 
spect to the application. Otherwise the 
Commission, in its discretion, may pro¬ 
ceed to investigate and determine the 
matters involved in such application 
without further or formal hearing. If 
because of an emergency a grant of 
temporary relief is found to be neces¬ 
sary before the expiration of the 15-day 
period, a hearing, upon a request filed 
within that period, may be held 
subsequently. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! George W. Laird, 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 54-1674: Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 

8:47 a. m.] 


[4th See. Application 28978) 

Blacks. Dry From the Southwest to 

Mississippi River Crossings, St. Louis, 

Mo., and Illixois 

application for relief 

March 5. 1954. 

The Commission is in receipt of the 
above-entitled and numbered applica¬ 
tion for relief from the long-and-short- 
haul provision of section 4 Cl) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act 

Filed by: F. C. Kratzmeir, Agent, for 
carriers parties to schedule listed below. 

Commodities involved: Blacks, dry, 
carloads. 

From: Points In Kansas. Louisiana, 
New’ Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas. 

To: Mississippi River Crossings. St 
Louis. Mo., East St. Louis, Ill., and south 
thereof, Pinckney vi lie, Pyatts and 
Tamms. Ill. 

Grounds for relief: Rail competition, 
circuity, market competition and to 
maintain grouping. 

Schedules filed containing proposed 
rates: F. C. Kratzmeir, Agent, I. C. C. 
No. 3744. supp. 130. 

Any Interested person desiring the 
Commission to hold a hearing upon such 
application shall request the Commis¬ 
sion in writing so to do within 15 days 
from the date of this notice. As provided 
by the general rules of practice of the 
Commission, Rule 73. persons other than 
applicants should fairly disclose their 
interest, and the position they Intend 
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to take at the hearing with respect to the 
application. Otherwise the Commission. 
In its discretion, may proceed to investi¬ 
gate and determine the matters Involved 
In such application without further or 
formal hearing. If because of an emer¬ 
gency a grant of temporary relief Is 
found to be necessary before the expira¬ 
tion of the 15-day period, a hearing, upon 
a request filed within that period, may 
be held subsequently. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George W. Laird, 

Secretary . 

(F. R. Doc. 54-1675: Filed, Mar. 9, 1954; 
8:48 a. m.) 


(4th Sec. Application 289791 

Export Class and Commodity Rates 

From Chicago. Ill,, to New Orleans* 

La., and Mobile, Ala. 

application tor relief 

March 5, 1954. 

The Commission is in receipt of the 
above-entitled and numbered applica¬ 
tion for relief from the long-and-short- 
haul provision of section 4 (1) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. 

Filed by: H. M. Engdahl. Agent, for 
carriers parties to schedule listed below. 

Involving: Class and commodity rates. 

From: Chicago. Ill . and points in Chi¬ 
cago switching district. 

To: New Orleans. La., and Mobile. Ala. 

Grounds for relief: Rail competition, 
circuity, to maintain grouping and addi¬ 
tional routes. 

Schedules filed containing proposed 
rates: H. M. Engdahl, Agent, L C. C. No. 
119. supp. 47. 

Any interested person desiring the 
Commission to hold a hearing upon such 
application shall request the Commission 
in writing so to do within 15 days from 
the date of this notice. As provided by 
the general rules of practice of the Com¬ 
mission. Rule 73. persons other than ap¬ 
plicants should fairly disclose their in¬ 
terest. and the position they Intend to 
take at the hearing with respect to the 
application. Otherwise the Commission, 
in its discretion, may proceed to investi¬ 
gate and determine the matters involved 
in such application without further or 
formal hearing. If because of an emer¬ 
gency a grant of temporary relief is 
found to be necessary before the expira¬ 
tion of the 15-day period, a hearing, 
upon a request filed within that period, 
may be held subsequently. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George W. Laird, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 54-1676; Plied, Mar. 9. 1954; 

8:48 a. in.] 


[4th Sec. Application 289801 

Lumber From Jacksonville, Fla., to 
Port Everglades. Fla., for Export 

application for relief 

March 5. 1954. 

The Commission Is in receipt of the 
above-entitled and numbered appilca- 
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tlon for relief from the Ions-and-short- 
haul provision of section 4 (1) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act 

Piled by: The Seaboard Air Line Rail¬ 
road Company. 

Commodities Involved: Lumber and 
timbers, carloads. 

Prom: Jacksonville, Fla. 

To: Port Everglades. Fla., (applicable 
for export to Cuba via car-ferry service >, 

Grounds for relief: Competition with 
rail carriers, circuity and Port competi¬ 
tion. 

Schedules filed containing proposed 
rates: C A. Spaninger, Agent. L C. C. No. 
1314. supp. 41. 

Any interested person desiring the 
Commission to hold a hearing upon such 
application shall request the Commis¬ 
sion in writing so to do within 15 days 
from the date of this notice. As pro¬ 
vided by the general rules of practice of 
the Commission. Rule 73. persons other 
than applicants should fairly disclose 
their interest, and the position they in¬ 
tend to take at the hearing with respect 
to the application. Otherwise the Com¬ 
mission. in its discretion, may proceed 
to investigate and determine the matters 
Involved in such application without fur¬ 
ther or formal hearing. If because of 
an emergency a grant of temporary re¬ 
lief is found to be necessary before the 
expiration of the 15-day period, a hear¬ 
ing, upon a request filed within that 
period, may be held subsequently. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George W. Laird, 

Secretary . 

[F. It. Doc. 54-1677: Filed, Mux. 0. 1054; 

8:48 n. in.) 


14th Sec. Application 38881] 

Bituminous Fine Coal Between Points 
in the South 

application for relief 

March 5, 1954. 

The Commission is in receipt of the 
above-entitled and numbered applica¬ 
tion for relief from the long-and-short- 
haul provision of section 4 (1) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. 


Filed by: R. E. Boyle, Jr.. Agent, for 
carriers parties to schedules listed below. 

Commodities involved: Bituminous 
fine cool, carloads. 

From: Mines in southeastern Ken¬ 
tucky. eastern Tennessee, southwest Vir¬ 
ginia and West Virginia, and mines in 
Alabama on the N. C. & St. I* Ry. 

To: Points in North Carolina, South 
Carolina, southern Virginia, and certain 
points in Georgia. 

Grounds for relief: Rail competition, 
circuity, market competition, to main¬ 
tain grouping, and rates reduced 35 cents 
per ton under those included in report 
289 I C. C. 341. 

Schedules filed containing proposed 
rates: 



1. C. C. 
No. 

Pnppl** 
mml No. 

CTAORy .. 

C A O Ry - - 

LAN UR--- 

N A W Oy IMII , rirT . 

13174 
A-HB4A 
3974•B 

13 

IS 

39 and 40 

0 

V A W Ry . rT __ 

X»: H 

4 

Sou. Ky____ 

VlnrUiUd Ry___ 

At cal sptuaifcf—-- 

a mas 

2310 

1403 

M ami J7 
8 

1 


Any interested person desiring the 
Commission to hold a hearing upon such 
application shall request the Commission 
In writing so to do within 15 days from 
the date of this notice. As provided by 
the general rules of practice of the Com¬ 
mission. Rule 73. persons other than ap¬ 
plicants should fairly disclose their in¬ 
terest. and the position they intend to 
take at the hearing with respect to the 
application. Otherwise the Commission, 
in its discretion, may proceed to investi¬ 
gate and determine the matters Involved 
in such application without further or 
formal hearing. If because of an emer¬ 
gency a grant of temporary relief is 
found to be necessary before the expira¬ 
tion of the 15-day period, a hearing, 
upon a request filed within that period, 
may be held subsequently. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! George W. Laird, 

Secretary . 

|P. R Doc. 54-1678: Filed. Mar. 9. 1954; 

8:46 ft. m ) 


f 4th Sec. Application 289821 

Crude Petroleum Oil From Watpoiid 
City. N. Dak., to Appleton, Milwau¬ 
kee and Sheboygan, Wis. 

application for relief 

March 5,1951. 

The Commission is in receipt of the 
above-entitled and numbered applica¬ 
tion for relief from the long-and-short- 
haul provision of section 4 (1) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. 

Filed by: The Great Northern Railway 
Company for itself and on behalf of car¬ 
riers parties to schedule listed below. 
Commodities involved: Crude petro¬ 
leum oil, in tank-car loads. 

From: Watford City, N. Dak 
To: Appleton, Milwaukee and Sheboy¬ 
gan, Wis. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Schedules filed containing proposed 
rates: Great Northern Railway Com¬ 
pany, I. C. C. No. A-8051, supp. 233 
Any interested person desiring the 
Commission to hold a hearing upon such 
application shall request the Comm.s- 
sion in writing so to do within 15 days 
from the date of this notice. As pro¬ 
vided by the general rules of practice of 
the Commission, Rule 73, persons other 
than applicants should fairly disclose 
their interest, and the position they in¬ 
tend to take at the hearing with respect 
to the application. Otherwise the Com¬ 
mission, in its discretion, may proceed to 
investigate and determine the mutters 
Involved in such application without fur¬ 
ther or formal hearing. If because of an 
emergency a grant of temporary relief 
is "found to be necessary before the 
expiration of the 15-day period, a hear¬ 
ing, upon a request filed within that 
period, may be held subsequently. 

By the Commission. 

f seal! George W. Laird. 

Secretary. 

fP. R Doc. 54-1679: FUcd, Mar. 9. 
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